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CURRENT TOPICS. 


On Fripay week, in the course of the hearing of a 
case before the Master of the Rolls, a statement was 
made in open court by a solicitor to the effect that the 
chancery taxing masters are in the habit of giving their 
opinion to any solicitor who may ask it on the subject of 
items to be inserted in a bill of costs, thereby, as he 
inferred, practically taxing bills not referred to them, or, 
at any rate, bills the reference to tax which had not yet 
been brought in. The Master of the Rolls seemed to be 
astonished at this positive statement, and directed the 
tegistrar to communicate with the taxing masters, and 
inquire as to whether there was any truth in it. On 
Tuesday last, on returning into court after the midday 
adjournment, the Master of the Rolls took occasion to 
state that he had received a communication from the 
taxing masters stating that there was not a shadow of 





truth in the statement; and he thought it just that 
those officials should at once be relieved from the im- 
putation which had been made. 





Tue PRomoTION of Mr. Graham to the vacant Master- 
ship in Lunacy, calls attention of the office, which he has 
hitherto so efficiently filled, of Principal Secretary to the 
Lord Chancellor. This is one of those posts in which 
knowledge and ability of a high order are imperatively 
required, and receive but little notice from the world 
in general. The business of the principal secretary is not 
only to conduct the Chancellor’s official correspondence, 
but to assist him in preparing written judgments; he 
has also to master and advise upon materials submitted 
for the Chancellor’s consideration, and to see all visitors 
whom the Chancellor is unable himself to receive. It 
wili be seen that the best testimony which can be given 
to the success of a principal secretary is that he has 
never caused a complaint, and has consequently never 
been heard of by the public. 





Rarip procress is being made with the buildings on 
the west side of the great quadrangle at the Royal Courts 
of Justice. Already the greater part of the scaffolding has 
been removed, and the plastering of the rooms has 
commenced. ‘These rooms include the offices of some of 
the Chancery Chief Clerks, and they wili be ready for oc- 
cupation in the course of the present year. The bar room 
in this part of the building is sufficiently near com- 
pletion to enable an idea to be formed of its general 
effect. It is situated at the south end of the great 
quadrangle, and opens from the corridor on the 
court floor. The room, which is lofty and well 
proportioned, runs east and west, and receives light 
from three large windows on the north and south sides. 
The ceiling is panelled in oak, and it is understood that 
the decorations are to be of a very elaborate description. 
It is to be hoped that more important matters will not 
be overlooked. It is essential to the success of the room 
that it should afford means of private consultation, and 
that it should be near to the bar library, which, we pre- 
sume, will be provided in the new building. 


ONE OF THE MOST REMARKABLE documents probably 
ever laid before a Home Secretary is stated to have been 
presented to Mr. Cross last week, in the shape of a 
memorial from the President and Council of the English 
Church Union, with reference to the proceedings of Lord 
Penzance in the Miles Platting case. The memorial, 
after referring to the case, cites, from the bill of costs 
delivered to the inhibited clergyman, certain alleged 
extracts, such as the following :— 


Feb. 3.—Attending his lordship again in the 
evening and long interview, when he agreed in 
our construction of the Act and rules, and was 
prepared to authorize the course we suggested ; 
bat having regard to the present difficulties of 
procedure under the Pablic Worship Regulation 
Act, he advised that the proceeding should be 
commenced de novo aa od oad sae 

Feb. 3.—Paid cab-hire on this and preceding visit 

Feb. 4.—Writing very specially therewith to Mr. 
Jepson, detailing the views of the jadge “H 

Feb. 4.—Writing provincial registrars, the result 
of our interview with the judge Bsa = 

Feb, 4.—Perusing letter from Lord Penzance later 
in the day, that on consideration he was prepared 
to authorize the course we desired, and would, 
on our request and responsibility, write to his 
diocesan registrars to return the representation to 


o.lUcmlCOF 


Wiriins eee wi sas wes obs oo 
Feb. 4.—Attending Lord Penzance at his residence, 
as we deemed it important it should not be seat 
to us, but returned to the diocesan registrar, 
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when, after conference, he agreed to modify his 

directions ag to his registrars accordingly... ... 
And the memorialists, after questioning the propriety of 
the course taken by Lord Penzance in ‘‘ privately assist- 
ing by his advice the solicitor for the complainants,” end 
with praying ‘‘ that you will be pleased to cause inquiry 
to be made into the truth of the statements contained in 
this memorial, and wil! take such other steps as may seem 
right and just in reference thereto.” We confess we are 
at a loss to see what ‘‘ other steps’ Mr. Cross is to take, 
or, indeed, what he has to do with the matter. It is true 
that under the Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874, 
the Queen, by warrant under the hand of the Home 
Secretary signified her approval of the appointment of 
Lord Penzance as a judge of the Provincial Courts of 
Canterbury and York; and the appointment was ‘‘ during 
good behaviour.” But it was not made by the Queen, 


but by the Archbishops of Canterbury and York, 





In THE course of last year we remarked upon the 
anomalous result arrived at with respect to the cotton 
trade-marks of Messrs. Archibald Orr Ewing & Co., of 
Glasgow, which had at that time been refused registra- 
tion by the Court of Appeal, on the authority of the 
Manchester Committee of Experts, while in a case of Orr 
Ewing v. Johnston Mr. Justice Fry had granted protec- 
tion against infringement to those marks, as being valid 
trade-marks. We then observed that it appeared to us that 
if the marks were not common to the trade they ought 
to be registered, or that if they were common to the 
trade, other traders ought not to be prevented from 
using them. One of the conclusions we then indicated 
as reasonable has now been arrived at, for in Orr Ewing 
v. Registrar of Trade-marks the House of Lords decided 
last July that the mark in question shculd be admitted 
to registration, and in Orr Ewing v. Johnston the Court 
of Appeal has just (as will be seen from the note in 
another column) affirmed the decision of Mr. Justice Fry, 
by which an infringement of the marks was restrained. 





A VERY UNUSUAL TRIBUTE to the memory of a parlia- 
mentary agent was paid on Monday at the opening of 
the sittings of the Examiners of Private Bills. Before 
the business was commenced, Mr. Frere took occasion to 
refer to the sudden death last week of Mr. Shrubsole, of 
the firm of Dyson & Co., who had practised in the 
Parliamentary Committees for a long series of years, 
He was a man, Mr. Frere said, of sound professional 
judgment, of the highest honour and integrity, and 
remarkable alike for courtesy and hospitality. He was 
sure the profession generally would join with him in 
expressing their deep sense of the loss they had all sus- 
tained by Mr. Shrubsole’s sudden removal from amongst 
them. We believe there are no members of the 
profession who came in contact with the late Mr. 
Shrubsole who will not heartily concur in this ex- 
pression of respect. 





In a case heard at the Lancaster Assizes the plaintiff was 
stated by counsel to be a solicitor practising in Lancaster 
who had given the late Mr. Justice Cresswell his first brief, 
besides delivering briefs to Lord Brougham and Lord 
Abinger, when, as Mr. Brougham and Mr. Scarlett, they 
were practising on the Northern Circuit. 


In a night-poaching case before Lord Justice Bramwell, 
at the Maidstone Assizes, on the 16th inst., a curions point 
arose after the trial was over. ‘The counsel for the prosecu- 
tion applied to his lordship for an order on the police to 
deliver up to the keeper, who bad been beaten, an air gun 
carried by one of the poachers. His lordship, however—no 
statute being cited giving him such a power—declined to 
exercise it, but said that if the keeper had it and the poacher 
sued him for it, the keeper would have a counter-claim for 
an assault. 





—J 


SHOULD THE PROVISO FOR RE-ENTRY pp 
QUALIFIED ? 


Tuerr is some fear lest the rather sudden awake 

of lessees to their dangers, shown by the recent corres. 
pondence in the Times, should lead to legislation of g 
more sweeping character than is needed. There are 
speaking broadly, three great classes of leases: miniy 
leases, building leases, and ordinary rack-rent leases, to 
each of which different considerations are applicable, 

The lessee of mines has usually to incur a very heayy 
outlay at the commencement of his lease and before he 
can reap any profit. He has also to enter into numeroys 
covenants relating to the mode of working the minerals, 
and of exercising his surface rights. Not only are the 
consequences of the exercise of a proviso for re-entry on 
breach of covenant exceptionally serious to the lessee, 
but he is liable to have it put in force for acts and omis. 
sions of his workmen of a trivial nature. Lord Justice 
James, in hisjudgmentin Hodgkinson v. Crowe (23 W.R, 
886), mentioned an instance where a long lease of copper 
mines and works was forfeited because the lessee 
had neglected to keep up a fence, although not one 
shilling’s-worth of damage had been thereby caused to 
the lessor. In this class of leases it is plainly reasonable 
that some qualification should be attached to the land- 
lord’s rights under the proviso, and, so far as the writer 
is aware (although it is always unsafe to draw general 
conclusions from the limited experience of individuals), 
such a qualification is generally conceded by lessors, 
In all the precedents of leases of mines contained in the 
most recent standard collection of precedents (Key and 
Elphinstone’s Precedents in Conveyancing) there is to be 
found a clause restricting the exercise of the land lord’s 
right of re-entry. 

As regards building leases, it is also, of course, true 
that the lessee incurs a heavy expenditure at the com- 
mencement of his lease, either in building the house or 
buying it from the builder who has erected it undera 
building agreement, and the consequences to the lessee of 
a forfeiture are very serious. But he is usually better able 
to guard against the occurrence of a forfeiture than is the 
mining lessee. The covenants are usually few and 
simple, and with the exception of the covenant to repair, 
there is little fear of any breach occurring, in the case of 
a lessee of ordinary prudence and vigilance, which will 
result in absolute forfeiture. Instances of provisoes for 
re-entry covering such trivialities as breaches of cove- 
nants to register assignments with the lessor’s solicitor, 
do, no doubt, occur on certain large estates where the 
form of lease is stereotyped, and an alteration of 
even a few words causes a flutter of horror in the 
‘* estate office’; but we doubt whether such a state of 
things exists at all generally. But though there may be 
no great risk of incurring a forfeiture of a building lease 
by breach of covenant, yet it cannot be denied that the 
penalty of forfeiture, when incurred, is often pre- 
posterously in excess of the damage done to the 
ground landlord. Moreover, the circumstances under 
which the form, of these leases is determined are 
not very conducive to fairness. The builder is com- 
paratively seldom either free or concerned to reject 
obnoxious stipulations. He enters into a building 
agreement specifying the terms, or containing in the 
schedule the form of lease, to be granted of the houses to 
be erected, but as he often relies for his funds on 
advances either by the ground landlord or his solicitor, 
he is not in a position to criticize carefully the provisions 
of the leases to be granted. And ashe hopes that before 
the leases are granted the houses will be off his hands, 
and as, if not, they will certainly be in the hands of his 
mortgagees, he is probably not greatly exercised about the 
risks arising from the proviso for re-entry. Considering 
the frequent disparity between the offence and its penalty 
in the case of forfeiture for breach of covenant in 
a building lease, and the circumstances of pressure 
under which the provisions of building leases are often 
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it seems reasonable that some qualification should 

hed to the proviso for re-entry in these leases. 

in proof that the insertion of such a clause has com- 
mended itself to the judgment of conveyancers of ex- 
ence, we need only refer to the work already quoted 

, 512), where the authors say, “It is considered 
that, except in rack-rent leases, the clause [i.e., the 

viso for re-entry on breach of covenant] ought, 
in general, to be qualified by the proviso given below.” 

With regard to rack-rent leases, however, no such case 
of hardship can usually be made out. There is, no 
doubt, some expense and inconvenience incurred by the 
tenant of a house in being forced to remove, and still 
more to the tenant of a farm in being compelled to quit, 
but in neither case does the tenant lose, or the landlord 
put into his pocket, any large outlay on the demised pre- 
mises. In neither case are the covenants of the lease 
usually such as to render it difficult for a tenant to avoid 
aforfeiture. The intending tenant of a house is usually 
free to stipulate for any modification of the provisions of 
his lease which he may think desirable, and, under pre- 
sent circumstances, the intending tenaat of a farm is cer- 
tainly not less unfettered in dealing with the owner. If he 
neglects to stipulate for the qualification of the proviso for 
re-entry, he has only himself to blame for the consequences 
of his neglect. It must riot be lost sight of that if there 
are unconscientious landlords there are also unprincipled 
tenants, and we are inclined to think on the whole 
that lessees at rack-rent may be left to take care of them- 
selves. 

But what should be done in the case of leases 
not at rack-rent? Several remedies have been suggested. 
“Lincoln’s-inn ” is anxious to have ‘‘a short Act, enabling 
the High Court to give relief in all cases of forfeiture for 
breach of covenant.” It is easy enough to airily de- 
scribe such an Act as ‘‘a short Act,” but let“ Lincoln’s- 
ion” try his hand at drafting it. Let him look at 
the provisions of the Bill promoted three years ago 
for the same object. Mr. Marten, QC., is an 
experienced draftsman and a competent lawyer, but we 
were compelled to protest energetically, in the interests 
of the profession, against the complication of the provisions 
of his Bill, and the difficulties likely to be occasioned by 
it; and as soon as the measure came under the notice of 
the Lord Chancellor, it was slaughtered. Highly as we 
estimate the discretion of the judges of the High Court 
or of the Chancery Division, we should not be willing 
to accord to them an absolute power of granting relief 
against forfeiture. And, independently of the difficulty of 
providing proper safeguards for the exercise of the 
powers of the court, we do not see why the tenant 
should be driven to a chancery action in order to obtain 
relief. 

The writer of two able and forcible letters in the 
Times has disinterred the optional form of proviso for 
re-entry contained in the Ecclesiastical Leasing Act, 
1842, s, 1, and the Universities and College Estates Act, 
1858, s. 11, which is to the effect that ‘no breach of 
covenant shall occasion any forfeiture unless or until 
judgment shall have been obtained in an action for 
such breach of covenant, nor unless the damages and 
costs to be recovered in such action shall have remained 
unpaid for the space of three calendar months after 
judgment shall have been obtained in such action,” 
and he suggests that this should ‘‘ be substituted com- 
pulsorily ” for the common form of the proviso. The 
suggestion is ingenious, and the fact that the clause 
is no novelty (see a better expressed form in 5 
Davidson, 156), and has received the sanction of the 
Legislature, might disarm opposition. But why should 
8 landlord who has to complain of a breach of covenant 
be compelled in all cases to bring an action fur damages 
before exercising his power to re-enter? His tenant may 
be insolvent, and in many cases useless trouble and 

expense would be incurred. 

. We do not pretend to give a decisive opinion on a 
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present, the best mode of legislation would be to pro- 
vide, in effect, that in all leases (past or future) 
not at a rack rent, there shall be deemed to be 
inserted a clause providing that no breach of any of the 
covenants and conditions shall occasion any forfeiture 
unless and until the lessor shall have given notice in 
writing of the specific breach of covenant or condition 
complained of, and default shall have been made by the 
lessee, for a specified time after the notice, in remedying 
the breach or making full compensation to the lessor 
for any breach which cannot otherwise be made good, 








AFFIDAVIT OF EXECUTION OF BILL OF 
SALE, 


Tuere are some points relating to the practice under 
section 10 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, which are still 
unsettled and which it may be useful to notice. 

What is to be the form of affidavit where the bill of 
sale is made or given by a company? The affidavit, it 
will be remembered, is required to he “ of the time of 
such bill of sale being made or given, and of its due 
execution and attestation, and a description of the resi- 
dence and occupation of the person making or giving 
the same, . . and of every attesting witness to such 
bill of sale.” The “residence” of a company is, there 
can be little doubt, its principal and registered office ; 
but how should the “occupation” of the company be 
stated ? Apparently in the words of the memorandum 
of association, so far as these relate to the carrying on 
of a particular business. It will be safer thus to describe 
the occupation in all cases; but in Shears v. Jacob (14 
W. R. 609, L. R. 1 C. P. 513) it was held, under the like 
provision of the old Act, that the name of the company 
giving the bill of sale, ‘‘ The Glucose Sugar and Colour- 
ing Company,” was a sufficient description of its oceupa- 
tion, and that no further description of occupation was 
necessary in the affidavit. 

In this case of Shears v. Jacob the bill of sale was 
sealed with the seal of a company and countersigned by 
two of the directors, but the affidavit did not give the 
addresses of these directors. It was contended that they 
were attesting witnesses whose residences avd occupa~ 
tions must be given in the affidavit. But the court held 
that the directors merely signed ‘‘as part of the execu- 
tion of the instrument” and not of its attestation. The 
same decision was arrived at in Deffell v. White (15 
W. R. 68, L. R. 2 C0. P. 144). But it is to be observed 
that in Shears v. Jacob there was evidence that it was 
usual for two directors to countersign after the seal of 
the company was affixed, and in Deffell v. White there 
was a@ resolution of the directors providing that the 
affixing of the seal should be attested by the signatures 
of two directors; and Erle, C.J,, laid some stress upon 
the circumstance that in executing the deed the two 
directors were “bound to put their names to it.” It 
will, obviously, be safer to shut out all question by 
stating in the affidavit the residence and occupation of 
the directors who countersign. 

Next, how is the provision of the Act as to the expla- 
nation of the effect of the bill of sale to the 
grantor to be carried out in the case of a bill of sale 
made by a company? Where the power of borrowing 
money and giving securities for it is placed by the 
articles in the discretion of the directors, or where there 
is a general delegation in the articles of the powers of 
the company to the directors—i.c., in the vast majority 
of cases—there can ba little doubt that an explanation 
to the directors will suffice, The directors, in such cases, 
are, in fact, the grantor. But where—as is sometimes 
the case in companies of small dimensions—the borrow- 
ing power can only be exercised under the sanction of 
a special resolution, a question may be raised whether 
explanation to the directors will be sufficient. We 
should suppose, however, that even in this case the 





question of much difficulty, but so far as we can see at 





directors would be held to be the persons to receive the 
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explanation, inasmuch as it is with them that the sug- 
gestion of borrowing money and making a bill of sale 
originates, and it is by them that the transaction is 
carried out. 

In Ex parte Carter, In Re Threappelton (27 W. R. 
958), Bacon, O. J., held that it was not necessary that 
the affidavit should state in terms that before the exe- 
cution of the bill of sale its effect had been explained to 
the grantor by the attesting solicitor. Probably, how- 
ever, few practitioners will omit to add this statement, 
considering that the statute requires the affidavit to be 
“of the due attestation”’ of the bill of sale. 

A few words may be added as to the question whether the 
attesting solicitor of the bill of sale may be the solicitor 
of the grantor. An impression has gained ground, so far 
as we know unsupported by any reported case, but 
understood to have been sanctioned by judicial opinion, 
that the solicitor of the grantor must not be the attesting 
solicitor. So far as this view is founded on the Warrant 
of Attorney Acts we think it is a mistake, for under 
those Acts the attorney is not merely required to attest, 
but to have been expressly named by the defendant and to 
be attending at his request. As Alderson, B., pointed out 
in Mason v. Kiddle (5 M. & W. 573), the original rule 
under the Acts was “ that the cognovit must be executed 
in the presence of an attorney. Under that rule it was 
held sufficient if it was executed in the presence of the 
plaintiff’s attorney. This was found to lead to incon- 
venience and fraud, and it was therefore added to the 
rule that the attorney should be expressly named by the 
defendant and attending on his behalf. That clearly 
means an attorney other than the plaintiff's. The Act 
of Parliament has now embodied these rules, and made 
them the law of the land.” It will be seen that so long 
asthe Acts were in pari materia with the provision in 
section 10 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, it was held 
that the attorney of the person executing the warrant 
might properly act as the attorney who was to inform 
him of its nature and effect; and it was only when 
words were added which are not to be found in the Bills 
of Sale Act, that the courts held that the plaintiff's 
attorney could not act for this purpose. But we need 
hardly say that, as matters stand at present, prudence 
will dictate the employment of another solicitor to 
explain the effect of the bill of sale to the grantor. 





Rebiews. 


STATUTORY LAW. 


Tue Construction anD Errecr or Statutory Law, with 
aN Appenpix. By Henry Haxpcastie, of the Inner 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. London: Stevens & 
Haynes. 


It has recently been said that law books may be divided 
into two divisions—viz., those which treat of the theory 
of a subject, and those which contain positive rules in 
force. It is to the latter of the two classes that the 
present treatise belongs, and its object is twofold. It 
aims at settingforth in a methodical way (1) the legal 
rules for the interpretation of British statutes, and 
(2), having ascertained how statutes are to be in- 
terpreted, to explain their effect and operation. 
For a work of such a character the author's plan 
of arranging the subject-matter in a series of dis- 
tinct propositions, each of which, when mastered, may 
be readily applied to different sets of facts, and form a 
definite basis for legal arguments, is well adapted, 
and Mr. Hardcastle has, we think, done his work well. 
As acompilation—and the book claims to be nothing 
more—it ap to be accurate, complete, and clear. 
The volume concludes with a useful appendix, con- 
taining a list of words and expressions used in statutes 
that have received judicial or statutory construction. 


a 
General Correspondence, 


*." To ConresponpEnts.—A.Z., Next week. 
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ADMINISTRATION OF THE EFFECTS OF 4 
DECEASED SOCIETY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—I see it is stated that the Legal Practitioners’ 
Society is now no more except for the purpose of dig. 
posing of the funds in hand. Allow me to suggest 
through your paper that the said funds, whatever their 
amount, should be divided equally between the Soli¢j. 
tors’ and Barristers’ Benevelent Associations. 

A Supscrmer, 








Cases of the deck. 


TRADE-MARK — INJuNCTION—OnNus OF PRroor—Dkcep. 
TION oF ULTIMATE PuRCHASERS—EXTENT oF INsuNcTION,— 
On the 20th inst. the Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of 
Fry, J., in the case of Orr Ewing § Co, v. Johnston (27 W, R, 
575, 23 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 406). The action was brought to 
restrain an alleged infringemeat of the plaintiffs’ trade-mark, 
The plaintiffs and the defendants were both manufacturers of 
Turkey red yarn, which was exported to Bombay, and other 
places in the East, The plaintiffs had, for many years, 
affixed to the packets in which their yarn was made up, a 
ticket; upon which were embossed a crown, between two 
elephants, and under the crown a banner. On the banner 
was printed, in Guzerathi characters, the name of the plain- 
tiffs’ firm. The defendants had recently adopted a ticket of 
similar shape and colour, On it also were embossed two 
elephants, but between them was, instead of a crown, the 
figure of a Hindoo idol. The elephants were in a different 
position from those on the plaintiffs’ ticket, and each had 
on its back a howdah with a native in it, whereas the plain. 
tiffs’ elephants had nothing on their backs, Under the idol 
wus @ banner, on which was printed the name of the de- 
fendants’ firm, in English letters. The defendants had only 
recently introduced their goods into the Bombay market, and 
previously to their doing so, they had used a ticket on 
which was embossed the figure of the idol alone. The 
evidence showed that the plaintiffs’ yarn had been known in 
the Bombay market as ‘‘Bhe Hathi”’ (i.c., two-elephant) 
yarn, and that no other yarn was known there by that name. 
It was asked for and sold under that name. There was no 
evidence of any actual deception of purchasers by means of 
the defendants’ ticket, but there was evidence that, though the 
dealers in Bombay would not be deceived, it was probable that 
the ultimate purchasers of the yarn—i.e., the native weavers, 
who lived up the country—would be deceived. Fry, J, 
held that the defendants had taken a material and substantial 
part of the plaintiffs’ ticket—viz., the two elephants, which had 
given the name to their goods in the Bombay market, and 
that it was the daty of the defendants to use such precautions 
that all reasonable probability of error and deception would be 
avoided, and that the onus was on the defendants to show that 
they had used those precautions. This onus, his lordship held 
that the defendants had not discharged, and he granted an 
injunction to restrain the defendants from using the ticket 
which they had adopted, or otherwise imitating the plaintiffs 
ticket. The Court of Appeal (James, BAGaauuay, and 
Corton, L.JJ.), were of opinion that the defendants’ ticket 
was clearly calculated to deceive, and that it had been used 
by the defendants under circumstances of suspicion, and, 
this being so, they agreed with Fry, J., that the onus was 
on the defendants to prove that their ticket had not been 
adopted improperly. And the court held that the injunction 
had been rightly granted. It was objected, on behalf of the 
defendants, that the injunction ought not to be a general 
one, but that it ought to extend only to the use of the de- 
fendants’ ticket in those markets in which the deception had 
taken place, and ought not to prevent the defendants from 
using it in any other places, The court, however, said that 
as the defendants bad not used their ticket in any other 
places, and had not alleged that they intended to do so, there 
was no reason for limiting the generality of the injunction. 
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ApsuDICATION OF BANKRUPTCY—ANNULLING witH Con- 
or PETITIONING CREDITOR.—Ono the 15th inst. an 
application was made to the Court of Appeal (James, Bac- 
gattay, and Cotron, L.JJ.) to annul an adjadication of 
pavkruptcy (an appeal from which had been previously 
dismieeed), with the consent of the petitioning creditor. 
The act of bankruptcy was the non-compliance with a 
debtor’s summons issued by the petitioning creditor. The 
adjadication had not been advertised, and the order of the 
Court of Appeal had not been drawn up. The court at 
first felt some difficulty in acceding to the application, on 
the ground that an adjudication, when once made, enured 
for the benefit of all the bankrupt’s creditors, and that 
there was no proof that the other creditors had been paid, 
or that they consented to the annuiling of the adjudication. 
Bat, ultimately, under the special circumstances of the 
case, the court said that they would treat the application 
as a continuation of the hearing of the appeal, and would 
annul the adjudication. James, L.J., added that the debt 
established by the petitioning creditor was only a little 
above £50, and there had been a very nice question of 
account between the parties. 


Bankruptcy Pstirion — WitapRAWAL BY DrEpBToR oF 
Notice To pspuTe Petitioxtnc Crepitor’s Dest—Bank- 
nuprcy Act, 1869, ss. 8, 9—Banxruptcy Rutes, 1870, x. 
86.—In a case of Lx parte Learoyd, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 15th inst., the question arose whether a 
debtor, against whom a bankruptcy petition had been pre- 
sented, and who had withdrawn a notice which he had 
given, under rule 36, of his intention to dispute the peti- 
tioning creditor’s debt, was entitled afterwards on the 
hearing of the petition to dispute the amount of the debt. 
The petition was presented on the 6th of August, and it 
alleged a debt of £70. On the 22nd of August the debtor 
gave notice of his intention to dispute the debt. The 
hearing of the petition was from time to time adjourned 
by consent, and on the 19th of September the debtor 
withdrew his notice. The petition came on for hearing on 
the 11th of December. The debtor had not given any 
fresh notice of his intention to dispute the debt, but he 
tthen proposed to prove that less than £50 was due, and 
the registrar allowed him to give evidence that he bad paid 
he creditor since the withdrawal of the notice a sum 
which reduced the amount due below £50, The petitioning 
creditor was not himself present, and the registrar re- 
fused an application on his bebalf for an adjournment to 
enable him to come and give evidence to contradict that 
of the debtor, and the petition was dismissed. The Court 
of Appeal (James, BaGGatLay, and Corron, L,JJ.) held that 
the debtor was not precluded from disputing the debt, but 
that the petitioning creditor ought to have had an oppor- 
tanity of being heard, and they remitted the case to the 


registrar for that purpose, 


Proor 1x Banxruprcy—Soricitor’s Brit or Costs— 
Taxation—6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 8. 37.—Ina case of In re 
Woods, before the Court of Appeal, on the 15th inst., the 
question arose whether a solicitor who had tendered a 
proof in a bankruptcy in respect of a bill of costs which 
he alleged to be due to him from the bankrupts, was en- 
titled to insist upon having the bill taxed by the taxing 
Master of the court. The proof tendered was for £574; 
the trustee had admitted it to the extent of £400. The 
bankrupts had carried on a proprietary club, which they 
had before their bankruptcy attempted to make over to a 
joint stock company, and for that purpose a prospeotus and 
circulars had been sent to all the members of the club. In 
the solicitor’s bill a charge was made for drawing the pro- 
spectus and the circulars, and also a charge (at the rate of 
2a. per copy) for ‘‘ copies of the prospectus and circulars, 

dressing, postages, &o.” As there were 900 copies of 
each, this charge amounted to more than £200. No signed 
bill had been delivered to the bankrupts. ‘The solicitor 
&pplied to the court to reverse the trustee’s decision. Evi- 
dence was given by a printer that his charge for setting up 
the prospectus in type and printing 1,000 copies would 
have been £3 15s,, and that bis charge for lithographing 
the circulars and printing 1,000 copies would have been 
£2 2s. for each. Daring the hearing the registrar con- 


_ Salted the taxing master as to what would have been allowed 





on each copy of the prospectus and circulars on taxation, 
and he said tbat 3d. would have been allowed on each copy 
to cover postages, &c. The solicitor insisted that he had a 
right to have his bill referred to the taxing master for taxa- 
tion in the ordinary way, but the registrar declined to refer 
it, and affirmed the decision of the trustee. The Court of 
Appeal (JamEs, Bacaatlay, and Corton, L.JJ.) held 
that the registrar had taken the right course, and 
affirmed his decision. James, L.J., said that, though 
a solicitor bad a right, under section 37 of the above Act, 
to appiy for a reference to taxation after the expiration of a 
month from the delivery of a signed bill, he had no absolute 
right to have the amount due to him determined by taxation 
alone. When a proof was tendered in bankruptcy for a bill 
of costs the registrar had a right to deal with it, taking proper 
assistance if necessary. And that was what the registrar 
had actually done in this case. The delivery of a signed bill 
was not made by the Act a condition precedent to proof by 
the solicitor in the bankruptcy of the client. Corroy, L.J., 
said that taxation was not the only way in which a client was 
entitled to protect himself. If an action was brought by a 
solicitor for his costs; no doubt in an ordinary case the jud, 
and the jury would not go through the items of tle bill, 
which could be much better dealt with in the taxing 
master’s office, But in the present case the items in ques- 
tion all involved the same principle, and, as the solicitor 
had not any statutory right to have the proper amount of his 
charges ascertained in one way only, the registrar was per- 
fectly entitled to deal with the case as he did. And the 
court expressed an cpinion that the charges made for the 
prospectus and circulars were improper, and said that 
a solicitor bad no right to make a profit on the printing, 
addressing, and posting of documents for his client, which 
was not professional work at ail, 


LiquipATION—REGISTRATION OF RESOLUTIONS—VoTING 
oF CREpvIToRS AT MegTiInc —BLank Proxy—BaNKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, s. 80, suB-sEcTIoN 8—Banxruprcy Rugs, 
1870, r. 85—Banreavuptcy Forms, 1870, No. 32.—In a 
case of Ex parte Duce, before the Court of Appel on the 
15th inst., the question arose whether the solicitor of a 
debtor who had filed a liquidation petition, to whom one of 
the creditors had sent a proof of debt with a proxy signed in 
blank, was entitled, without any express instructions so to 
do, to fill up the blank with his owa name, and to vote on 
behalf of the creditor in favour of accepting a composition 
offered by the debtor. The solicitor of one of the creditors 
wrote to the debtor’s solicitor asking him to send him a 
form of proof of debt, as the one which had been sent to 
his client had been mislaid. In answer to this request, the 
debtor's solicitor sent a form of proof, asking, at the same 
time, that it might be sent back to him by return of ya 
as the second meeting of the creditors was fixed to be held 
in a few days. The creditor filled up the form of proof thus 
sent to him, and made the affidavit, and he also signed the 
form of proxy at the foot of the proof, but did not fill in 
the name of any person as his proxy. He then handed the 
proof and proxy to his solicitor, who returned it to the 
debtor's solicitor, without giving him any express directions 
as to the use of the proxy. ‘The debtor’s solicitor filled 
in the blank with his own name, and voted at the meeting 
in the name of the creditor in favour of a composition 
offered by the debtor. The creditor afterwards opposed the 
registration of the resolutions accepting the composition, 
but was met by the objection that he had himself voted in 
favour of them. He then applied to the court to take his 

roxy off the file of the proceedings, and to erase his vote. 
He deposed that he intended the blank to be filled up with 
the name of his own solicitor or his clerk, and that he never 
intended to appoint the debtor’s solicitor his proxy. The 
Court of Appeal (James, Baccattay, and Corrox, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision of the Chief Judge, refasing the appli- 
cation. They held that, under the circumstances, the send- 
ing of the blank proxy to the debtor's solicitor implied an 
authority to him to insert his own name as the proxy, and 
to vote on the creditor’s behelf. 


Liqurpation PrtitioN—Generac MEETING OF CREDITORS 
—REMOVAL or TRUSTEE—VoOTING—CreDITOR PRESENT BUT 
Not DESIRING TO Vors—Proxy—Sare or Dssts—Bona 
Fines—Banxrvrroy Act, 1869, 8. 16, 80—Banxruprcr 
Rutegs, 1870, xe. 85, 269, 271, 273, 293, $05, 307.— 
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In a case of Ex parte Evans, before the Court of Appev] 
on the 15th inst., a question arose as to the applicability of 
the rule laid down by the Court of Appeal in Ev parte Orde 
(19 W. R. 1103, L. R. 6 Ch. 881). In that case it was held 
that every creditor who has handed in his proof of debt at 
the first meeting under a liquidation petition must, unless 
he withdraws his proof as provided by rule 273, be taken 
to be present at the meeting, and to bave dissented from 
the resolutions proposed, unless he bas signed them as 
voting in their favour. If he desires not to be considered 
as present, he must withdraw his proof under rule 273. 
In Bz parte Evans a debtor had filed a liquidation petition, 
and the creditors had resolved on a liquidation by arrange- 
ment, and bad appointed a trustee. Two years after some 
of the creditors, professing to be one-fourth in value of 
those who had proved their debts, summoned a general 
meeting of the creditors for the purpose of removing the 
trustee. The meeting was held, and a resolution to remove 
the trustee was proposed, and it purported to have been 
passed by the proper majority in value of the creditors 
personally present, or represented by proxy, at the meeting. 
The registration of the resolution was opposed by some of 
the dissentient creditors, on the ground (inéer alia) that a 
oreditor, named Scrivener, who was actually present at the 
meeting, was not inserted in the list of those who were 
present. He was a creditor in his own right for £105, and 
he also held a proxy for a Mrs. Simpson, who was a creditor 
for £5,473. His proof, and that of Mrs. Simpson, were on 
the file of proceedings, as was also the proxy, At the 
theeting he stated that he had no intention of voting 
upon the resolution. It was objected, on the authority of 
Fx parte Orde, that, as the proofs had not been withdrawn, 
both he and Mrs. Simpson ought to have been counted ag 
present at the meeting. His own debt would have made 
no difference, but the result of counting Mrs. Simpson as 
sent would have been that the resolution would not have 
een catried by the proper majority in value. Mr. Regis- 
trar Murray overruled the objection, and the Court of 
Appeal (James, Baccattay, and Corrcn, L.JJ.) affirmed 
his decision. They said that the principle of Ex parte Orde 
did not apply to the case of a creditor who was entitled to 
be present both in his own right and as proxy for another 
creditor, A proxy only conferred an authority to represent 
the principal ; it did not of necessity make the person ap- 
pointed proxy the representative of the principal on every 
subsequent occasion. The proxy could not be taken to 
represent the principal unless he had done some act to 
show that he was present on his behalf on the particular 
occasion. The proxy might have been revoked, or the 
principal might have told the proxy not to appear for him 
on the particular occasion. The persons present ought to 
be asked for whom they appeared, and their names should 
be inserted in the list of creditors accordingly. Of course, 
if @ person was not entitled to be present in his own right, 
but could only appear as proxy for some one else, it would 
beadifferent thing. Their lordships reserved their opinion 
on the question whether Fx parte Orde applied at all to 
meetings subsequent to the registration of liquidation or 
oomposition resolutions, when proofs conld not be with- 
drawn without an application to the court. Arother objec- 
tion to the registration of the resolutions was that some of 
the creditors who had signed the notice summoning the 
meeting, and had voted for the resolution, had previously 
sold their debts to another creditor, against whom the 
trustee had instituted proceedings in relation to the 
debtor's estate. Their votes were, therefore, it was said, 
really the vote of the creditor who had an interest in the 
removal of the trustee, and this tainted the whole pro- 
oveding. The court held that there was no force in this 
objection, because the voting creditors stood in no fiduciary 
position to the otber creditors, it not being a case where 
the rights of a minority were to be affected by the votes of 
& majority. 


Recetver—APppLicaTion BY MorrcGagor 1N Possession 
—AcTion For Foreclosure sy Equirante Mortcacer — 
Dierutep Mortcacr.—In a case of Zafft v. Whinney, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 16th inst., the action was one 
by an equitable mortgagee for foreclosure, and a motion was 
made by the defendant, the mortgagor in possession, for 4 
receiver. The grounds of the application were that the 
property was unlet, that the plaintiff's mortgage was disputed, 











and that no person could deal with the property except unde 
the authority of the court, The defendant asked for {hy 
appointment of himself as receiver without salary, and withoy 
security, and eventually the Master OF THE ROLLs made 
order for a receiver in that form, He also gave leave 
either party to tender for a sale of the property, 


Practice—ExAMINATION BeFORE ExAMINer--Rerugy, 
to Sien Depositions—Form OF OrpER.—In a cage of 
Stein vy, Stephen, te'ore the Master of the Rulls on thy 
16th inst., it appeared that a party who had been erog;. 
examined before the examiner refused to attend to complet 
his re-examination, or to sign the depositions. A motig 
was made that he might be ordered to attend and complete 
his re-examination and sign the depositions. The respond. 
ent did not appear, and the Master oF THE ROLLS said that 
it was unnecessary to require the person to attend and be re. 
examined, which was for his own benefit, and the order be 
should make would simply be for the examiner to file the 
depositions without their being signed. 


Buriat Actrs—C.iosinc or CEMETERY—PRESENT Iyrep. 
MENTS — ORDERS IN CouNcIL — INTERFERENCE Wits 
Owner In Fee—Uttra Vires—Practice—Inquiry as 
ro DaAmaGes Direcrep Beror@ OrriciaL Rerereg— 
In the case of Jacobson v. St. Pancras Vestry, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 19th inst., a question was raised 
as to the right of a vestry to interfere with the owner in feo 
of a piece of ground formerly used as a burial-ground. It 
appeared there had been no buri«ls siuce 1850, and that in 
the year 1853 the ground was by an Order in Council, under 
the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 85, formally closed for the purposes of 
burial. The Act, however, reserves the rights of particular 
persons to bury in a closed burial-ground provided the 
previous sanction of the Secretary of State is obtained, In 
1857 the ground was in the possession of mortgagees who 
had begun to deface the tomb-stones, and the owners of the 
graves filed a bill, and the mortgagees were restrained by 
injunction from doing any act to prevent future interments 
in the event of such interments beivg petmitted by the 
Secretary of State. The case is reported sub nom. Merland 
v. Richardson (24 Beav, 33). In 1862 the ground was sold in 
building lots by the Court of Chancery, and the present 
plaintiff purchased the land in question, but subject to the 
rights, if any, of the owners of private graves, as defined by 
Merland v. Richardson. In 1864 and 1865 Orders in Couneil 
were made under the supposed authority of the 20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 81, s. 20, as amended by 22 Vict.c. 1,8. 1, but they were not 
acted upon, and the land continued waste land. In 1879 
complaints were made to the vestry of the condition of the 
ground, and they proceeded to lay it out as a garden, where- 
upon the plaintiff commenced this action. The plaintiff 
relied on Foster v. Dodds (L. R. 3 Q. B. 67), as showing that 
the Orders in Council were invalid as not having beeo made 
in reference to a place then used for burials, ‘The defend- 
ants, however, contended that the decision in Merland y¥. 
Richardson was sufficient to distinguish the case. The 
Master oF THE Ro.xs was of cpinion that the case was in 
effect covered by Foster v, Dodds, and he accordingly granted 
an injunction to restrain the vestry from interfering with 
the plaintiff's freehold, and gave him leave to take an 


he official referee. He said 


red of vivd voce 
tead of his chief clerks. 
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Practice—Orprer or CoursE FOR TaXaTION—WHBRE 
OsrainaBLE—New Rures or Court.—During a case of 
In re Argles and Rawlins, before the Master of the Rolls 
on the 20th inst.—a case for a review of taxation—bis 
LorDsule took occasion to remark on the number of taxation 
matters that come before him. He eaid that under the 
new rules of court his scosetary became an officer of the 
High Conrt, and, therefore, the power to iseue orders of 
course was not now limited to his secretary, but sack 
orders could now be issued by the judges of the other 
branches of the court, and by their chief clerks. 


Practice—Preraration oy Baier on Summons —Costs 
—DisaLLowance.—In a case of Lacey vy. Hill, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 20th inst., an application wa 
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—— 
made for a review of the master’s taxation in reference to 
the costs of preparation of a brief on the summons, which 
were very heavy, and ‘upon which the whole question, 
jnvolving a sum of about £600,000, had been decided. The 
ate had eventually gone to the House of Lords. The 
taxation was as between solicitor and client, but the taxing 
master had disallowed all costs for preparation of the brief 

the hearing of the summons. Jesset, M.R., said that 

@ practice in the case of briefs on summonses was not to 
allow anything for preparation of the brief. The question 
that the matter was very heavy made no difference ; besides, 
the applicants had already had sufficient allowed them for 
costs, and he should make no order on the application. 


Witt—Constauction—Guirr Sunsecr To ConTINGENCY. 
—In a case of Blight v. Harinoill, before Fry, J., on the 17th 
jnst., a question arose on the construction of a will, whether 
a contingency, which was attached to a particular gift, 
affected the subsequent limitations. A testatrix gave to 
her sister, during her life, an annuity of £50, charged on the 
rental of a wharf, and, after her death, the testatrix directed 
that the annuity should be paid to her daughter S., during 
her life. And, after her death, she directed her executors to 
pay the annuity to L., the daughter of S., during her life, 
and if L., after having commenced to receive the annuity, 
should die before the expiration of the term of years under 
which the wharf was let, the testatrix directed her executors 
to continue to pay the annuity out of the rental to the then 
surviving children of L. in equal shares, and, in the event 
of there being then or at any future time no such surviving 
children of L., then the testatrix directed her executors to 
pay the annuity out of the rental to the surviving children 
of her daughter S. in equal shares, ‘The testatrix died in 
1864, L. died unmarried in 1870. S. died in 1875, and the 
sister of the testatrix died in 1877. ‘The result was that L. 
had not died “after having commenced to receive -the 
annuity,” and the question was whether, under such circum- 
stances, the subsequent limitations to the surviving 
children of her mother could have any operation ; 
and whether the children of S. took the annuity or 
it was undisposed of and fell into the residue. Fry, 
J,, said that this depended upon whether the gift to 
the surviving children of S. was an independent and sut- 
stantive gift, or whether it was one of a series of gifts all 
of which depended upon L.’s commencing to receive the 
anpuity. His lordship held that the gift was an independent 
ene. The testatrix had dealt with two contingencies—the 
death of L. after having commenced to receive the annuity, 
and there being no surviving children of L.—and following 
tach of them there was a separate direction to pay the 
annuity. This led to the conclusion that the gifts were in- 
tended to be independent. The gift, therefore, to the sur- 
Viving children of S. was not affected by the prior contin- 
gency, and the aunuity would go to the children of S. who 
survived at the death of the sister of the testatrix. 





The Daily Chronicle says, it is stated that the hall of 
Serjeant’s Inn, Chancery-lane, which, with the other 
blocks of buildings forming the inn, was some time ago 
purchased by the late Mr. Serjeant Cox, is about to undergo 
@ conversion into offices, now that it is no longer required 
for its original purpose, in consequence of the serjeants, as 
a body, having ceased tofexist. On Wednesday the furniture 
and effects belonging to the hall were sold by auction in 
the dining-room of the hall, and consisted of upwards of 
60 lots, inclading the large dining table, at which many 
eminent jadges and serjeants have in past times feasted. 
The antique dinner service, containing 144 pieces, each 
Piece bearing the arms of Serjeant’s Inn, also formed one 
of the lots. Nominal prices only were realised, and the 
‘memorials of the ancient Inn of the serjeants have uow in 
Many instances passed into the hands of the Wardour- 
‘street brokers and other dealers in antiquated relics. The 
dinner service, which for so many years past bad been 
Utilised for the entertainment of some of our brightest 
legal luminaries, was sold for the nominal sum of £1 5s., 
filthough in excellent condition. It is said that in the 
Contemplated alterations the external features of the west 
frontage of the hall will not be disturbed. An inscription 
béveath the pediment records that the hall was erected 
More than 200 years ago, namely in 1678, 





Huactettes. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday, January 14; Mr. 8. Smith 
in the chair; the other directors present being Messrs. 
Asker (Norwich), Brook, Gregory, M.P., Hedger, Kays, 
Paterson, Pennington, Rickman, Roscoe, Rose, Styan, and 
Woolbert (Mr. Eiffe, secretary). A sum of £135 was dis- 
tributed in grants of relief, nine gentlemen were admitted 
as members of the association, and other general business 
was transacted. 





——> 





Obituarn. 
MR. THOMAS MORGAN. 


Mr. “Vhomas Morgan, solicitor, of Cardigan, died at his 
residence at that place, on the 28th ult., after a 
few days’ illuess. Mr. Morgan was born in 1802, and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1833, and soon afterwards went inte 
partnership with the late Mr. Lewis Evans, town clerk of 
Cardigan, and clerk to the borough magistrates. Mr. 
Morgan was himself for several years town clerk of the 
borough and clerk to the Cardigan Urban Sanitary Authority, 
but about five years ago he retired from office on account of 
failing health. He had been for the last few years in 
partnership with Mr. Charles Evans Richardson, Mr. 
Morgan had a good private practice. 


MR. ROBERT BAYLEY FOLLETT. 


Mr. Robert Bayley Follett, many years one of the taxing 
masters of the Chancery Division, died on the 11th inst. Mr. 
Follett was the son of the Jate Mr, Benjamin Follett, solicitor, 
of 2, Paper-buildings, and was a brother of the late Sir 
William Follett; and of Mr. Brent Spencer Follett, Q.C., 
the registrar of the Land Registry Office. He was born in 
1804, and was admitted a solicitor in 1827, and soon after- 
wards succeeded to his father’s practice. In 1842, he received 
from Lord Lyndhurst the appointment of taxing master of the 
Court of Chancery, and discharged the duties of that office 
for over thirty years. A few years ago he retired on a 
pension. Mr. Follett was a director of- the Legal and 
General Life Assurance Society. 


MR, JOHN NEWBOULD. 


Mr. Jo'in Newbould, solicitor (of the firm of Newbould 
& Gould), died at Sharrow Bank, Sheffield, on the 20th 
inst., after a few days’ illness. Mr. Newbould was the 
second son of Mr. Henry Newbould, of Sheffield, and was 
born in 1823. He served his articles with Messrs. Rickards 
& Walker, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and was admitted a solicitor 
in 1848. He had practised for over thirty years at Sheffield, 
and during the last twelve years had been in partnership 
with Mr. Thomas Gould, His private practice was very large. 
He took an active part in local business, and was a constant 
supporter of religious and educational projects. For several 
years he was churchwarden of St. Andrew's, Sharrow, and 
he was local treasurer to the National Society. He wasa 
member of the Sheffield School Board, and a governor of 
the Sheffield General Infirmary and of the Sheffield and 
Hallamshire Savings Bank. He was an active member of 
of the local Conservative party. Mr, Newbould’s funeral 
will take place to-day at Eccleshall. 





Appuintnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Watter May Barton, solicitor, of East Derehar., 
has been slected Clerk to the Magistrates for the Division 
of Mitford and Launditch, Clerk to the Mitford and 
Laundioth Board of Guardians, Royal Sanitary Authority, 
and Assesment Committee, Superintendent istrar, and 
Clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes for Mitford and 
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Launditch, on the resignation of his partner, Mr. Charles 
Wright. Mr. Barton was admitted a solicitor in 1870, 
and was a prizeman of the Incorporated Law Society. He 
is also deputy-corouer for the Liberty of the Duchy of 
Lancaster, and for the Liberty of the Duke of Norfolk, and 
clerk to the Dereham Burial Board. 


Mr. Henry J. L. Grauam, who has filled the office of 
Principal Secretary to the Lord Chancellor since 1874, 
bas been appointed by the Lord Chancellor to succeed 
Mr. Barlow as Master in Lunacy, which office Mr. Barlow 
has resigned. 


Mr. Joun Hanns, of 60, Queen Victoria-street, E.C., 
solicitor, has been appointed by the Lieutenant-Governor 
of Ontario, Canada, a Commissioner for taking Affidavits 
for all Courts in that Province. 


Mr. Henry Swnaitu, solicitor, of Boston, has been elected 
Clerk to the Holland Fen Highway Board, and Clerk to the 
Swine’shead School Board. Mr. Smith was admitted a 
solicitor in 1875. 





DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Joun Taytor and Francis James Tayor, solicitors, 
Bakewell (John & F. Taylor). January 1. (Gazette, 
January 16. 








Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Joint Stock ComPAniEs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

RocupaLe Prorerty AND GENERAL FINANCE Company, LimireD.— 
By an order made by V.C. Bacon dated Jan 5, it was ordered that 
the company be wound up. Clarke and Co, Lncoln’s inn fields, so- 
licitors for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, Jan. 16.] 

Jerrreston Anturacite Coat Company, LimitEpD.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Jan 15, directed to be heard before the M.R. on 
Jaa 31. Norris and Co, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioners 

STAnsFIELD Putntinc Company, Limited.—Creditors are raquired, on 
or before Feb 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts and claims, to William Eckersley Guest, 42, George 
st, Manchester. Feb 26, at 12, is appointed fir hearing and adjadi- 
cating upon the debts and claims 

% AND ee sor ead grea gerd Hall has, by an order dated Jan 

|, appointe obert Jose letcher, Ashton-under-Lyne, t 
olfcial liquidator. g ; ouch 


(Gazette, Jan 20.] 
Unsuimitep IN CHANCERY. 

Loxpon AnD Eastern Baxkivc Coaporation.—V.C. Bacon will, at 
his chambers, 11, New sq, Lincoln’s inn, on Feb 3, at 12, appoint a 
sole official manager in the place of Jobn Ball, deceased 

[ Gazette, Jan 16.) 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Nortu TREsKERBY Mininc Company.—By an order by Vice-Warden, 
dated Jan 14, it was ordered that the company be wound up, Hodge 
and Co, Truro, solicitors fur the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Jan 20.) 
Frienpiy Socretres Dissoivep. 
CHEADLE CaTHoLic FrrenpLy Soctery, Cheadle, Stafford, Jan 14 
: (Gazette, Jan 20.) 








Solicitors’ Cases. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, IRELAND. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Before the Lorp CuanceLtor of Ireland.) 
Jan. 19.—In re Davidson. 

An application was made in the course of last Michaelmas 
Sittings that Mr. Davidson be allowed to present himself 
at the final examination which was to take place during 
the present sittings, notwithstanding that he had only 
served four years under the indentures, The ground of 
the application was that the applicant had attended a 
three years’ course of law lectures in the Queen’s Univer- 
sity, Belfast, and had passed the prescribed examination 
in the Law School, and during histerm of apprenticeship 
had obtained two law scholarships. Mr. ee nae also 
passed the necessary sessional examination in the lectures 
delivered by the professor of the Incorporated Society, 








and had served two years and a half under articles ig, 
writer (solicitor) in Glasgow, previous to his being boung 
in this cocntry. 

The motion was opposed on the ground that the Master 
of the Rolls had, after conference with the other jug 
inclading Mr. Jastice Lawson (then one of the 
Commissioners having custody of the Great Seal), decided 
that such attendance at Jectures and passing of examing. 
tion during the term of apprenticeship had not the effegt 
under the 9th section of the 19 & 20 Vict. of entitling 
bim to be admitted at the expiration of four years, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR was of opinion that this young 
gentleman’s knowledge of Scotch law, which he had no 
doubt acquired in Scotland, might not be of any use at all 
here, because the principles were so different. With 
regard to precedent, his lordship was unable to find any 
whatever for the granting of this application, and he 
thought that if a precedent were now made it would be the 
means of opening the door to great irregularities in future 
and similar cases. He mast, therefore, refase the motion, 
with costs. 








County Courts. 


HUDDERSFIELD. 
(Before J. W. pe LoNGuEVILLE GirrarD, Esq., Judge.) 
Drake v. Holmes. 
Debtor’s summons. 

This was a debtor’s summons issued by Mr. Thomas 
Drake, of Huddersfield, solicitor, against Mr. W. C. Holmes, 
of Huddersfield and London, gas engineer, to recover the 
sum of £748 9s. 10d., for a solicitor’s bill of costs, and the 
application was on behalf of W. C. Holmes to dismiss the 
debtor’s summons, 

Learoyd, solicitor, appeared for Mr. Holmes. 

Shaw, barrister, appeared for Mr. Drake. 

Learoyd applied that the summons should be dismissed 
with costs, on the ground that it was an abuse of the process 
of the court. He stated that an action was brought on the 
17th of December, 1879, by Mr. Drake to recover the amount 
of his bill; that the defendant disputed his liability on the 
ground that the charges were excessive, and that Drake 
had been guilty of negligence; but as to the latter allega- 
tion, Mr. Holmes had heen advised to assert it in a cross- 
action which had been brought and which was now pending; 
and as to the former complaint he was advised to obtain 
an order for the taxation of the plaintiff's bill. On the 24th 
of December, 1879, an order for taxation was obtained which 
provided that the pending action should be restrained, and 
the carriage of the order was given to Mr. Drake. No 
order had upon the summons been made for security or for 
payment of any part of the claim into court. No move 
had been made by Mr. Drake to bring on the taxation, he 
had retained the order in his possession, and on the 31st of 
December, 1879, he issued the debtor’s summons, It 
was contended, first, that, as a matter of discretion in 
the court, the sammons could not be sustained; the 
object of a debtor’s summons was to make an insolvent 
man bankrupt; that was an extremely harsh and 
severe process, never intended against a man 
means, and certainly never as @ process to enable 
a solicitor to evade the taxation of his bill. The 
case of Ex parte Sewell (Weekly Notes, December 6, 1879, p. 
186) was referred to, I¢ was also contended that even in 
a case where there was an admitted act of bankruptoy, 
and an admitted debt, the court was not bound to 
adjudicate if the process taken was inequitable. The 
caseof In re Davis, Ex parte King (L. RB. 3 Ch 
D. 461), was relied upon. Next, it was contended that the 
debtor’s summons could not be sustained, for in order te 
support it there must be a debt then capable of being 
enforced, and according to section 6, sub-sections 6 and 7, 
there must be a debt due and payable; that in this case 
there was no liquidated or ascertained debt ; that it was 

referred to a legal tribunal, bat now pending ; and that the 
debt for work and labour had been transferred into & 
liability under the order when ascertained; that the order 





admitting the retainer and allocatar should be eaforoed at 
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once by order of attachment, and that there was no need 

sither for an action or bankruptcy proceedings (Jn re 

Whitehouse, 2 C. B, 292.) It was also contended that the 

sotion was absolately suspended, and that this being so, it 
not be said that another proceeding—virtually 


‘gpother action—could, notwithstanding this, be brought. 


In support of the contention that a debt under a bill was 
ferred to a debt under an order now pending, the case 
oftIn ve Astrup (27 W. B. 518, L. BR. 11 Ch. D. 303), was 
referred to. It was also contended that it was impossible 
for the sammons to be sustained, because if the court 
stayed the summons it could only be stayed in order to 
allow av action to be tried ; that rule 25 requires the action 
to be proceeded with within ‘twenty-one days, but in this 
case it was impossible, as the action was restrained. It was 
also alleged that a solicitor has no power to commence an 
getion under an order, and it was contended that this 
nally applied to a debtor’s summons. (Sheriff v. Gresley, 
§N. & M. 491; Hewitt v, Bellott, 2 B. & Ald. 745.) 
Shaw, for the creditor, admitted that no other action 
gould be brought, but contended that this did not disentitle 
the plaintiff to commence any other proceedings ; and that 
the plaintiff was entitled to goto the Bankruptcy Court for 
the purpose of obtaining security for payment of his claim ; 
that the order for taxation would simply ascertain the 
mount of the bill, but that it did not secure it, and the very 
of proceedings under debtor’s summons was to compel 
sourity to be given pending an investigation of an apparently 
genuine claim. He contended that the fact of the defendant 
being alleged to be a wealthy man could not at all affect the 
case, and all the less entitle Mr. Holmes to complain, because 
ifhe were a man of wealth, he could all the more easily give 
security, and he argued that the court should adjourn the 
case in order to allow the amount of the debt to be ascer- 
tained ; and that in the meantime Mr. Holmes should be 
directed to give security. He contended that a claim by a 
solicitor, even upon a taxation, would form a perfectly good 
pttitioning creditor’s debt, and that being so, it might equally 
form the subject of a debtor’s summons, and in support of 
his contention he referred to the cases of Nicholl v. Robdin- 
wn (5 Weekly Notes, 19), Ex parte Sulton, and Ez parte Peel, 
referred to in Robson’s Rankruptcy, p. 161, and the cases in 
Roche and Hazlitt’s Bankruptcy, p. 462. He argued that 
security ought to be ordered to be given, but that, at any 
tate, the summons ought to be adjourned until after the 
taxation of the bill. 
His Honour asked to be referred to any evidence showing 
that the defendant was not in a position to pay. 
Shaw said that he had no such evidence. 
His Honour.—I think this summons must be dismissed, 
ith costs. Mr. Drake’s action was brought, and that 
action was restrained by an order which directed that his 
bill should form the subject of a reference, and be dealt 
with by the master. It now only remains to settle the 
amount of that bill. Iam asked really to do the work 
of the master, and, in addition, to do that which the judge 
might have done who made the order for taxation— 
namely, order security to be given for costs. I do not 
atall see why I should order it if he did not. If he was 
asked to order it and refused, then I should be virtually 
sitting on appeal from his order. If he was not asked to 
order it, then the plaintiff, not having then asked for 
security, is not entitled to come and ask for it here, 
I regard this as a most objectionable proceeding. It 
= forward as a case of pressure brought to bear upon a 
tor to dissuade him from taxing the solicitors’ bill. I 
think the process by debtor’s summons ought never to be 
resorted to except to obtain payment of a debt of an 
evidently insolvent debtor. There is no evidence whatever 
of this gentlemao’s inability to pay, and am I to expose him 
tothe annoyance and the vexation of an order to give secu- 
tity for costs in a case like this? It is really an application 
for security for costs for a bill which has already been ad- 
judicated upon, and an inquiry under which is now pending. 
lam further of opinion that I ought not to be required to 
order security in a case either where the judge has not been 
to give it, or where he has refused to do so, and the 
ttmmons must be dismissed with costs. 





Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF, 


Hancock, Epwarp, Bristol, Mar 20. Austin v. Hancock, District 
Registrar. Bonson and Carpenter, Bristol 
(Gazette, Jan. 2,] 


Gipson, Mary, Leamington. Eeb 16. Cripps v. Cripps, V.C. Malins. 
Buittan, Bristol 
Mav@uan, NicnoLas, Neu brough Lodge, Northumberland, Esq. Feb 
12, Maughan v. Richardson, M.R. Gibson, Hexham 
Srpperino, EvizaBetaH, Swansea, Feb 9. Birchall v. Brown, Y.0. 
Malins. Brown, Swansea 
[ Gazette, Jan. 13.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VIOT. CAP. 25. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Avison, Tuomas, Aigburth, Lancaster, Esq. Feb 10. Goffs and North, 
Liverpool : 
Brown, SaMuet, Handsworth, Stafford, Gent. March 6. Jelf, Bir- 

mingham 
Brumsy, JosEru, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Hairdresser. Feb 28. Hayes 
and Scn, Gainsborough 
CHABLESWORTH, ELIzaBeETH, Leicester. March 1. Steventon and Son, 
Leicester 
—” Joun Caisp, Walton, Suffolk, Tailor. Birkett and Bantof, 
pswic 
Ciark, WILLIAM, Malmesbury, Wil:s, Surveyor. March |. Ciark and 
Smith, Malmesbury 
— Jostru ALFRED, Halifax, Esq. March 1. Emmet and Walker, 
Halifax 
Fancy, Auaustus Tuomas, Brimpton, Berks, Miller. Jan 20. Lucas, 
Newbury 
Fry, NATHANIEL Power, Corston, Malmesbury, Wilts, Yeoman. 
March 1. Clark and Smith, Malmesbury 
Havers, WILLIAM; Josera, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, Gent. May 31. 
Looker, Drapers’-gardens, Throgmorton st ; 
Heres, GILBERT, Liverpool, Veterinay Surgeon. Jan 27, Lynch and 
Teebay, Liverpool 
Jones, JonNn Incuis, Derry Ormond, Cardigan, Esq. Feb 16. Davis, 
Cork st, Burlington gardens . 
Knicut, EDWARD, Alton, Southampton, Esq. Feb 21, Evans and Co, 
Gray’s-inn-sq 
—e Emma, Sheffield. Feb14. Wilson and Clayton, Shef- 
el 
Parker, Ropert TowNtey, Cuerden Ball, Lancaster, Esq. Jan 3l, 
Walker and Ladyman, Preston 
Perry, James, St, John’s-gardens, Haverstock-hill, Gent. Feb 20. 
Mills and Co, Brunswick pl, City rd 
~ Atrrep, Birkenhead, Merchant. Feb7. Bendle Moore, Birken- 
ead 
Ratcurre, HvegH GopparD, Mellor, Darby, Cotton Manufacturer. 
Feb 14, Smith, Stockport 
Ricaaagps, GEonGe, Scotterthorpe, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 12. Pooley, 
Sloane st, Knightsbridge 
Roseats, Janz, Bangor, Carnarvon. Feb 21. Jones and Co, Market 
st, Carnarvon 
Suaw, EvizaBetH, Clevedon, Somerset, Grocer. Jan 20. Lucas, 
ewbury 
SreGGALL, FREpERIcK CHARLES, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Gent. March 1, 
Steggall and Hooper, Melcombe Regis 
Srewarp, ALEXANDER, Birkenhead, Iron Merchant, Fed7. Bendle 
Moore, Birkenhead 
Sumnea, Henrietta KATHERINE Hote, Swaffham, Norfolk. Feb 10. 
Wordsworth and Co, Threadaeedle st 
Twice, Joun Henry, Salford, Brewer. Feb 14, Sutton and Elliott, 
Manchester 
Veysey, Jouy, Crediton, Devon, Carpenter. Jan 30. Smith and Co 
Crediton 
Warson, Henry, Edinburgh, Gent. Feb 15. Dees and Thompson, 
Newcasile-upon-Tyne 
_—- : ae Speke, Lancaster, Gent. March 1. Rowe and Oo, 
iverpoo 
—— Geosax, Speke, Lancaster, Solicitor. March 1. Rowe and Co, 
iverpool 
Wuittock, Rosert, New Out, Lambsth, Chessemonger. March 1, 
Reynolds, Furnival’s-ino 
| Gazette, Jan. 9.] 


Arrcaison, Ropeat, Weston-super-Mare, Minister of the Gospel. Feb 7. 
Smith, Weston-super-Mare , 
Bennet, Louisa, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset. Jan 31. Smith, 
Weston-super.Mare 

BEWNETT, WILLIAM GARNETT, Manchester, Glass Bottle Manufacturer. 
March 18. Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Bip, Samvet, Bishopsgate st, Cabines Maker. March 1. Thatcher, 
Bennett’s-hill, Doctors’-commons 

BunNELL, Peter, Penge, Surrey, Gent. March 25. Whittington and Son, 
Bishopsgate st, Without 

CoreuitT, GrorciaNA Mary, Cheltenham. Feb 7, Ainslow Sole, 
Cheltenham 

Cowtrine, Ricnarp, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall, Gent, Feb 10. Hodge 
and Oo, Truro 

Crooks, Grorerana Emitia, Cheltenham, Feb 14. Ticehurst and 
gons, Cheltenham 

Davigs, Ann, Kington Langley, Wilts. March 25. Keary and Co, 
Chippenham 

Daviss, Joun, Kington Langiey, Wilts, Yeoman. March 25, Keary 

z and hogs Chi em 9. F 400, 
‘ARRER, JAMES, Ingleborough, York, Esq. March 9, Facrer ani 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields 
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Fremine, Quintix, Toxteth Park, Liverpool, Timber Merchant. 
Feb 20, Bateson and Co, Liverpool 


Ganver, Cuan.es, Amersham Vale, New Cros’, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 16. Poole, Bartholomew Close 


Gusgst, Georcr, Hulme, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 15. Chew 
aud Scns, Manchester 


Hawtuorn, Anne, Kenwell, Northumberland, March 31. 
and Daggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


Hixcxs, Hewntetta, Cowling Hai, York. Marchl. West, Thirsk 


Macxyess, Jesse, Northampton, Carpenter. Marcu 1. Dennis and 
Faulkner, Northampton 


Poor, Saran, Cheltenham. Feb 7. Ainslow Sole, Cheltenham 


Prxe, Frances Sopuia, Broad Somerford, Wilts, March 1, Pinniger 
and Co, Chippenham 


Raopes, Marinpa Juttana, Waverhill, Stafford. March 25. Delves 
Broughton, Birmingham 


Speak, Saran, Milnrow, Lancaster, Butcher, Feb 1. Orton, Hey- 


Ingledew 


w 
Speak, Witu1aM, Milnrow, Lancaster, Butcher. Feb1. Orton, Hey- 
‘wood 


Srrovts, Tromas, Rosier-villas, Hammersmith, Gent. Feb 3. Wight- 
wick and Co, Canterbury 


Treciown, Groner, Pool, Cornwall, Grocer. Feb 24. Treglown, St. 
John’s p!, Handsworth, Birmingham 
‘Wi rsore, Freperic, Hackney rd, Surgeon. March25. Wilde and 
Co, College hill 
| Gazette, Jan. 13.] 
Bippit, Dexcran, Milverton, Warwick. March 1, Wagstaff, Per- 
shore. 


HENRIETTA, THE RIGHT HonovURABLE BarcnEss Bray, Leicester. 
March |. Budd, Son, and Bredie, Bedford row. 
Buck, ANNE, Bideford, Deven. Feb:uary 21. Turner, Bideford, 
Casson, ResBecca, &ykehouse, Broughton-in-Furneess, February 14. 
Butler, Bronghton-in-Furress, 
Caapiin, EvsTacne DE £T, Pigrre, Motcomb street, Belgrave square, 
Esq. May}. Bircham and Co,, Parliament streat, Westminster. 
CaEnnrits, GrorGe, Hertford, Farmer, Februaryl4, King and Peto, 
Abchurch lane. 
Cones, Henry, Thernton read, Clapham park, Esq. February 29. 
Baileys, Shaw, end Gillett, Berners street. 
Comprr, Hinry, North Mundham, Sussex, Esq. March 1. Sowton, 
Chichester. 
Cramp, ANN, March 1, 
Coventry. 
Crawenaw, Hewry, Sheffield, Chemist. March 31. Branson, Sor,’ 
and C oombe, Sheffield. 
Dawson, Jopn, Kingston-upcn-Hull, Hornsea, York, Tanner. March 1. 
Eldridge and Siephenson, Hull. 
Downixa, Jorrs Weaver, Small Heath, Birmingham, Metal Worker. 
February 14. Carning and Canning, Birmingham. 
F ZATHER! TONHAUGH, Emma, Warwick rquare, St. George’s. February 
15. Jchnson and Weatherhall, King’s Bench walk, Temple. 
Finta, Tuomas, Trebovir road, Eari’s Court roed. April 20, 
head, Wightman, and Moore, Sheffield, 
Georce Baicut Footner, Romsey, Southampton, Solicitor, March 15. 
Footner and Son, Romsey. 
JamEs Geosce GARDinER, Falkland road, Kentish Town, Gentleman. 
February 29. Ccoke, Ashchurch Park villas, Shepherd’s bush. 
GinpLeR, THOMas SamuEL, Lansdowne road, Croydon, Gentleman, 
February 28. Di ummonds, Robinson, and Ti'l, Creydon. 
Hotzanp, Wirt, Harley etreet, Cavendish square, Esq. February 
13, Joknsten and Hariison, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn. 
Hotr¢oyp, JANE, Ashton-under-Lyne, February 12. Darnton and 
Bottomley, Achton-urder-Lyne. 
Hueats, Wittiam Baker, Chelmsford, Gentleman. Febrvary 1, Onffield 
and Bruty, Crelmsford 
Marston, WittraM, Clapham road. Marchi. Crouch and Spencer, 
Queen Victoria street. 
Messiter, Henay, Wincanton, Somerset, Gentleman. Feb 20. Mes- 
titers andBennett, Wincanton. 
Mitier, Samuet, Moss side, Manches'er. Whitwoith, 
Manches:er. . 
Motr, Wi1t14M, Stock, Essex,Gent, March1. Duffield and Bruty 
Chelmsford. 
PantnivceE, Rosxtra, Albion road, Stoke Newington. February 14. 
Harcourt, Moorgate st 
Toore, Mary Ann, Roland houses, South Kensington. March1. Val- 
' Janee, Essex street, strand. 
Porter, Repent TinDat, Cheltenham, Esq. February 28. Jahson, 
b, and Pearson, Finsbury ci:cus 
Porsex, Georax, Brampton, Huntingdcn, Retired Licensed Victualler. 
March 1. Jacobs and Vincent, Budge row, Cannon st 


Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Davis 


Broom- 


February 24, 


Smit, Wittiam, Great Bricge, Stafford, Butcher. February 28, 
Diewitt, Birmingham 


Sotty, Ricwarp, Tollesbury, Essex, Farmer. March 1, Duffield and 


Bruty, Chelmsford 

Sorryvit, Ropgrt, Chelmeford, Builder. March 1. Duffield and 
Bruty, Onelmsford 

Sournee, Sanau, Guildford st, Russell sq, February 12. Sonthee, Ely 
place, Ho!born 

Tarior, Rev. Wit11am, Liitle Bolton, Lancaster, Clerk, March 12. 
Farrin, and Pratt, Manchester 

Wax1s, Jonn, Coleshill heath, Warwick, Gent. February 28, Biewitt, 
Birmingham 

Witcomss, Jonny, Albion grove, Stoke Newington, Builder, March 1. 
Hubbard, Son, and Eve, Bucklersbury 


[ Gazette, Jan, 16.) 





SS 
Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 


Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 


Master or tag Vv. 
APPEAL. 


Date. OLLS. 


0, Matitys, 
Monday ..Jan, 26Mr. Koe 
Tuesday ...... 27. Clowes 
Wednesday.,.. 28 Koe 

Thursday .... 29 Clowes 
Friday......+. 30 Koe 

Saturday...... 31 Clowes 


Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 


Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby Teesdale 


V. C, Hann. Mr ae 
x. 
Mr, Pemberton Mr. Merivaly 


Leach Ward Ki 

Latham Pemberton Mortis 
King 
Merivals 
King 


Teesdals 


Farret 


y. C. Bacoy, 
Monday ..Jan. 26Mr. Latham 
Tuesday ...... 27 
Wednesday.... 28 
Thursday .... 29 
Friday..,..... 30 
Saturday...... 31 


Leach Ward 
Latham Pemberton 
Leach Ward 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


MIDDLESEX.—HILARY SITTINGS, 1880, 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL, 
(Continued from page 224.) 
QB 66 fone! “A Ditton) y Bucknill and anr (Mead and D;F 
1 


Q B 67 Same (Same) v Tuke (@ H K andG A Fisher) 

Ex 68 Pearson (W Hley) v Snell (W M Greenip), com SJ 

Ex 69 Wallis (In Person) v Quick (Austen, De Gex and I) 

70 Sadler and ors (Chappell, Son and G) v Nangle (Vallance 
and V), stayed 

71 Voss (J W Few) v Thomas (Hemsley and H), stayed 

72 Hooper and anr (Tilleard, G and H) v Mors le Blanche ani 
Co and ors (L J B Rawlins), com, without jury 

mdon Financial Association, 


73 Gibbons (R Thomas) v The Lond 
limd and ors (Markby, 8 and Co; Elmslie, F and §; 
Dawes and Sons), 8J 

74 Jones (Ley and M) Edmonds (Doyle and Sons), postponed 

75 Triebner (T J Pullen) v Kindell (Hilleary and T) 

76 Watkins (Clarke, W and R) v Snell and ors (F W Snelland@) 
SJ 


Ex 
cr 
Ex 


Ex 
Ex 


OP 
QB 
CP 
Ex 


77 Same (Same) v Same and anr (Same), 3rd action 8J 
78 Stace and ors (T White and Sons) vy Walkling and ors (Sole, 


TandK 

79 mS... J. Main Line Ry Co (Wilson, B and C) v Clark and 
ors (Blunt, T and Co ; Burchells, Hargrove and Co), 8J 

79a Metropolitan Ry Co (Burchells) vy Schleman (Harper, B ani 
B) without jury, part heard 

80 Usill (Carr, F and G) v Ba (Baxter and Co) 

81 Scovell (H G Barker) v London and County Advance, &. 
Co, limd (W H Podmore) 

Ex 82 Peters (Wyatt and B) v Austin (H W Mackreth) 

Q B 83 Ferreira (J R MacArthur) v Eady (G J Eady) 

Ex 84 Smith (W T Manning) v Wright (G W Barnard) 

Ex 85 Holroyd (G B B Norman) v Greaves (Dalton and J), 8J 

CP 86 Holroyd (Andrew and B) v Beall (In Person), 8J 

Ex 87 Ibbotson (Bordman) v Buckley and ors (Jukes and o 

Q B 88 Snell (W M Greenip) vy Watkins (Clarke, W and R), § 

© P 89 Taylor (C V Lewis) v McKeand and anr (Hicklin and W) 

CP 90 Cooper (Hicks and Arnold) v Cooper (Pawle, F and Go) 

Chy 91 Lewis (Smith, Davies and Co) v Harris (W A Downing), 

postponed SJ 


Chy 93 Sovereign Life Assurance Co (Campbell, R and H) v Den 
(Crook and 8), SJ : 

CP 94 Grigg (G L P Eyre and Co) v Pearce (J Godwin) ; 

Ex 95 Jacques (A H Miller) vy London Tram Co, lima (Harrison, B 
and H), 8J é 

CP 96 Hyam and Wife (J C Button and Co) v London Gen Omnibus 
Co (Stevens and H), 8J 

Chy 97 Hewes (Field, R and Co) v Cole and ors (Cole and J), 83 

© P 98 Hayward Bros, (Ashurst,M Cand Co) v Heritage (E Heritage 
and Co f 4 ck 

Ex 99 Norman (Elwes and 8) v Robinson and ors (Last and Son; 


Aldridge, 'T and M), 8J 0 
CP 100 Parks (Chapman and B) v The London Tramways V0 
HO > 
Ex 101 Warner (C A Swaine) v Edgington and Co (W Evans), +“ 
QB 102 Clark and Wife (J P Biggenden) v The North Met Trim 
H 


Cc fray), 8. 
QB 108 Achard, Extrix (F Bradley) vy The Midland Ry Co (Beale, 
B 104 Baglay ae &c. (Milne, Rand M) v Harrison and 800 
4 Bayley, tr: c. (Milne, R an v 
S (W Rawlins) ‘ ‘ 


Ex 105 Carpenter (Le Riche afta Son) v Lane (Wade and 1), 89 
Chy 106 Lovering (Rooks and Co) v Hennen (F Norton), 8J 
Y B 107 Hubback Eardley, H and R) v Everett (W B Philp), 

‘x 108 Scalia (J Knight) v Dalgairns (E Tillyard) Mercer 
Ex 109 Goldring and anr (E Jukes) v Headley and ors (Merce 


and M vain (UT 
Ex 110 Prudential Assce Co, limd (A H Wellman) y Cain ( 
Hazeldi nd. 8J nd B) 
Ex 111 i (Saffery and H) v Harvey and anr (Terrell ' 


© P 112 Brooker and anr (G Palmer) v Beckmann (W Webb), 83 





Q B 113 Binko (C J Davis) v Crane and Co (H H Wells), post 


OP 92 Williams (G E Carpenter) v Nowell (A G Ditton), < ‘ 
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—  ° 
ft 114 Wright (Cc Bern gl v Cotton and anr (Dod and L), without 
’ Weane, C ant Fe v Royal Aquarium Society 


ihaad iicbardgon and ged 
fix 116 pecgse Its pees eer and §) v Ent iporoved Industrial 
































TURE erriman, P and M), 
ON OP 117 Brett an hag W H Nicholls) v Clowser (Berkeley and (), 
118 Roche (Armstrong and L) vy Collingridge (T Micklem), SJ 
V.0, Mattys, 8 119 Be ae and W) v London and ;South Western Ry Co 
.F 120 Green a (we ou, hb and W) v Beck (C A Wright), SJ 
Teowte 4 QP it aur (F W and H Hilbery) v Gen Sten Nayn Co 
Farrer A We dee aR W Tweedie) ki 
122 Allan en weedie) v Leckie and ors (Duncan, 
Tecedaly f°” “wand G), 83 
Farrer Ex 123 McMullen (Whateley, Mand W)v London, Chatham, and 
Teesdale Dover Ry Co, (J White), 8J 
QB 124 Hemsley a ors (JR Tindale) v All Souls’ College, Oxford 
Mr. Justigg (Hayes, T and Oo), 8 
: Metta QB 125 Mackenzie (Palmer, E and N) v Bird (Church, Sons and C), 
+ Meriy; 
Ki QB 126 Homer (R Ballard) v North Staffordshire Ry. Co. (Bur- 
te fx 127 Dalton (Wright and P) v Foan (Arkell and Co) 
Merit OP 128 Sheather (B May) v Midland aA Co Go Spenle, Band G), 8J 
erivals fx 129 Powell and anr (Denton, H ) v Ell and ors (G 
King Walker ; Wheatly and Son), 8s 
@P 130 Reeve (G J Mander) v Dunbar (Law, H and H) 
(P 131 Wentworth (Same) v Same (Same) 
Ex 132 Bers yl (Tt A Vv Metropolitan Tram Co, limd 
1880, CP 133 mayor Sot - "Bog hagen) v Maunsell and anr (Baker, F 
QB 134 — a Webb) v London Tram Co limd (H OC God- 
Tray), 
CP 135 grates (Gush and Philli ips) v Jordan (J Hayward), 8J 
and D;F QB 136 rh Pn. D and K) v Vidler and ors (Lovell, Son 
SJ Ex 137 Frost (Routh, Sand C) v Rutter (Berkeley and C), SJ 
TD) QB 138 — (JC E Weigall) v Keates and ors (Hillearys and T), 
le (Vallance CP 139 eg C James) v Clark and Son (G S Warmington), 
ieuine QB 140 King and Co (Eardley, H atd B) v Langton (in person), 
are CP 141 Finlay (F L Soames) v Rogers (J Rae), 8 
\ecociatio CP 142 Algate and Wife 4 heirs v London aon. Omnibus Co. 
and § (Stevens and H), 8. 
oatponed CP 148 Hancock and Co iw Pilcher) v Fitzgerald (Tidy and T), 
Ex 144 Davis (In Person) v Jacobs (J N Keighle 
nell and @) QB 145 Filmer, Bart, and ors (Simpson, H pes asi y Williams 
(Chester and Co), 8J 
8J Ex 146 Hall (J W Prowiroen) v Cole (Dixon, W and Co) 
ors (Sole, kx 147 Pallas (I (Deane, 9 and Go) ah; Woodhams and anr (P 
an and B 148 Pearse Decal as ayer cr (TC Russel), 83 
0), BI 149 Barras (A W Surtees) v Chandler (Wood, L and B) 
per, Band CP 150 Walton (Leathes and M) v Harrison (W Rawlins), 8J 
Ex 161 — Soe and L) v Gt. Northern Ry. Co. (Nelson, 
Jo 
vance, &e, CP 152 Reynolds and Wife (Wild, B and W) v Lon. and North- 
estern Ry. Co. (R F Roberts), 8J 
CP 153 per 9 and *o akin ¢ and 3) v Corazza (Fladgate, 8 
), 83 Ex 154 oa (W 4 Child) vy The Midland Ry. Co (Beale, MB 
QB 155 Cap ital *and Counties Bank (Bradby, R and Son) v Beal 
8 (Beal eal and De Soyres), SJ : a ’ 
Sa ¥) a 156 Linten \S T Powell) v Donnithorne (Wild and N) 
nd Co) 157 be: a Shaen, R and Co) v Hutton (Pritchard, E and Co) 
owning), QB 158 Gordon (Elmslie, F and 8) v Tempest (Cole and J), 
ite Ex 159 Inkpen (G J 2 a ds Vanderpump) v Deason and Sons 
B 160 Francis Ger Crowdy and Son) v Hamsher (otk and H), 8J 
vrei B 161 Tippins (G Crafter) v Budden (Stollard an 
, P 163 Goody and anr (A W May) v Lumley Markby. W and B 
Omnit CP 163 Taylor, J \Cagok and 8) v N. Metropolitan ‘tram Co (H O 
J), 87 Hx 164 on = tw Ww al v London and St, Katherine Docks 
Heritage 165 Moran mar CE Ww Owles) vy Dean (Benham and T), 
nd Son; 166 Sheffield (W Eley) v Carter (Saunders, H an '¢s), 8J 
7 i QB 167 Sparke (Lewis and Lewis) v Peacock and anr (H P Cobb), 
mays Co QB 168 Jonner and anr (T M Atwell) v Pusley and Wifo (G F and 
r 
maly 4 Hx 100 Slade (Ingle, © and H) v The Groat Eastern Railway Co 
B 170 Bii reas -E and N) v Poynter and ors (Brandons) 
(Beale, x 171 bin ve (Hilleary and T 1 v Tubbs and anr ieee Ww 
nd Son QB 172 Anion (ee Cotton) v Vicar and Churchwardens of West 
, BF ik Teignmouth ¥ BE Philbrick) 
’ 178 wlio’ A TY SF gganings) v N. Metropolitan Tram. Co 
ed Bs. 74 ates (Hilleary and T) v Same (Same), 8 
Mercer 75 Been (Allen and Son) v Earl pr k (Ellis and Ellis), 
a(t Ex 176 Crowe (Hardwick and L) vy Thornton and ors (Mullens 





id B), 8 
QB 177 Wiliams he D Dutton) vy Monico and aur (G@ F and M 


E Bie ant) v Lees (J P Poncione) 


(Tadman and B) v Norris and Norris (J J Winser), 







QB 180 es Bros. (F Clift) oa (D Aston), Same (Same 


e (Same), conso 
CP 181 Bull cod tee yin and oye v Perry and Co and anr 
Munns and 


Ex 182 Helland, by next rondo R Coote) v Mead and anr (Bick- 


nell and H ; Tilley an 

CP 183 Sargeant (Bpeechley, and Co) v Winney and sar 
G Brown and Sons) 

Ex 184 ea rae v L. and N.-Western Ry. Co (RF 

0! ’ 

Ex 185 Lone n se White and Sons) v Strangward (Saunders, H 
ani ’ 

Ex 186 Newman, trading, &c. (W H Hudson) v Harris and Co, 
(Joel Emanuel and Co.) 

Ex 187 Lumley (Same) v Bukhsh and anr (Lewis and Lewis 

QB 188 D’Alberte (J H ave v Myer (Webster and G) 

Ex 189 Pearson (W Bley) v Vincent (J V Musgrave) 

CP 1%0 Griffin (J 8 — v Robinson (G ry, a ry 8) 

CP 191 Milner (£ 8 Cavell) v Labouchere ( Ay tains! SJ 


Ex 192 Pontifex (Plunkett and L) v Knott (T Durrant, 
Ex 193 Smith (Hughes, H and Co) v O Kelly and fe and ors 


(W R Philp) 
Ex 194 Beane and anr (G Castle) v Mitchener and anr (Stocken and 


J), 

QB 195 Wilson (Hewitt and A) v Visct Bury, and ors (White, B and 
Co; Linklater and Co), SJ 

QB 196 Ca; ital and Counties Bk. (Nash and F) vy Henty and Sons 
(Robinson, P and 8), SJ 

© P 197 The London Necropolis and National Mausoleum Co, 
(Harrisons) v Ewing (Jo , U Band A), 

QB 1988 ——— (Van Sandan) v Aldin and anr (Bolton and Co), 


F, Fearon) v Giles (A H Miller) 
T Luscombe) v Field (C V Field) 
radbury, Agnew, and Co, 


QB 199 dehofield 

Ex 200 Blackett ( 

QB 201 Stevens (Benham 7 T) v Bi 
(Chester and Co.), 8 

CP 202 ine | (FL Sonate) v Williamson and Hagen (Wontner 

ons), 

Ex 203 Bayley (Gamlen and Son) v Kelday (E Moss) 

CP 204 Wright and Wife (T C Russel) v Truman, maabery and Oo, 
(T Beard and Sons) 

QB 205 Flensburgher Dampfschiff fahrt Geselschaft von 1869 and 
anr (J Crowdy and Son) v Dodds, trading, &c. (Sharp and 


U), SJ 
QB 206 Beale (A G Ditton) v Clarke (H W M Wetherfield) 
Ex 207 Mi! br ee Harris and G) v N Metropolitan Tram Co, 
) Go 
QB 2°8 mAb. (W' 7 Manning) v Clark (C Thorp), SJ 
CP 209 bmw by next friend and anr (Same) v South-Eastern 
Co. (W R Stevens), SJ 
Q B 210 Monkhouse (Van Sandau and C) v Laing (Jackson and J) 
Ex 211 — and anr (Shaen, R M and 8) vy Owen (Micklethwait 


Co) 
CP 212 English trustee, &c. (R Davies) v Allen (G and W Webb), 


8 
QB 213 Cullwick (N Gedye) v Palmer and anr (F W bee 
Ex 214 Wright (Norris, A and C) v Bingham (Yorke and B) 

QB 216 — (J and M Pontifex) v Greentield (E W and R C 


te) 
Ex 216 Bassand Co (R H Wilkin) v Horne ———- and T) 
CP 217 Nunn (Wild, B and W) v Sage (Paterson, 8 and B), 8J 
CP 218 Mackay, Liquidator, &c, (Munns and L) v Walter and Co. 
limd. (Woodbridge and Son) 
Ex 219 Goodfellow (A G bitton) v Durant By Durant) 
QB 220 Rice (Lewis and L) v East and West India Dock Co. 
(Freshfields and W), stayed. SJ 
221 a ohn, (H J tee v Great Western lh Co(RR 


e& 


222 Field Henry, (Same) v Same (Same) 

223 Field, senr, and Wife (Same) v Same (Same) 

Field, junr, and Wife (Same) v Same (Same) 

Field, by next Friend and T Field (Same) v Same Cyne 
225 Smythe (F C Mathews) v Walker (Duffieldand B), SJ 

227 Press and Wife @ 7 Hazledine) y N Metropolitan Tram Co 


(H C Godfray 

x * 228 gyeut (WH Start) v Phipp and ors (Elwes and > 
QB 229 weratee) Uipeiegae and Co) vy London Tram Co limd 
P 230 James yar avane) v James (Lewis and Sons) 
Ex 231 Scrine (@ R Harrison) v er (J Cotton) 
Q B 232 are Nitro-Phosphate and Odams Chemical Manure Co limd 

Kingsford and Co) v Roberts (Williamson H and Co), 8J 
QB 233 Brows G hg v West (E Hughes) 
C P 234 Ganz (Chappell, Son, and G) v Evans (Lewis and L), 8J 
CP 235 Ball ( R Tindale) v Cowles (Woodbridge and Sena) 
CP 236 —_— (Philbrick and C) v Bevan, trading, &c (Farn- 


ds) 
CP 237 Thorley Cattle Food Co. limd. (W Bley) v Watson {Argles 
an , 
Ex 238 Davis (Walter, J and T) v Nottage and anr (T Micklem) 


QB 239 Richardson (Bird. M and. R) v Oldham and Canning, 
(Matthews and 8), SJ 
CP 240 Caphen (F Norton) v Gaches andanr (Pitman and 8) 


Ex 241 swith (Tt tr W Goldring) v Clark (G@ Reader) 

242 Parris (J N Mason) v Blowes Lapeer peg ys W), stayed 
243 Wise (OC E R Preston) v Martin and anr (F Carter) 
Sinfield and anr (W Rogers) v Frost — ers) 
Halahan (In yy Bretherton (Bennett and B 
Read and ors (A 8 “ee v a and Bury 8t. junds 

(Light) Ry. Co. (Fowler and B) 
47 Hilleary and ors (C R Taylor) v White (A T ene BF 
248 Charles (Trinder and Curtis Hayward) v Bisch and 
hfields ; Elmslie and Co), com 8J 

249 Kingsman (@ M Cooke) v a hester and Co} 
250 Green (G F M White) v Duke a 
261 Anthony (Hunt and Son) y National Palace Go ,limd 
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Ex 252 Millar (Dod and L) v Strahan (Torr and Co) 
Ex 253 Pearse and ors (Dod and L) v Lombard Building Socicty 


(E Lee) 

Ex 254 Bell and anr (W A Storey) v Neck (E Lewis) 

CP 255 Harris, Bulteel and Co (Surr, Gribble and B) vy Grepe 
(Park, Nelson and Co), 8J 

QB 256 Ray (T D Dutton) v Legh (C A Jenkins) 

Q B 257 Model (Young and Sons) v Barber (R Voss) 

Ex 258 Spink (Stones, Morris and S) v Midland Ry and anr (Beale, 

and Co; Wontner and Sons), SJ 
QB 269 Brockman (Webster and G) v Jackson (Gregory R and Co) 
Ex 260 Gentel (Crowther and Walker) v Gayford (A R Oldman), 


SJ 
Ex 261 a Mercantile Bank, limd (J I Irving) v Collins (F C 


or 

CP 262 Wray (R A Kelly) v Gibson (W R Preston) 

Q B 263 Ellis (Vallance and V) v Lewis (S Betteley) 

Ex 264 Brown and wife (J Neal) v Heritage (Field, R and Co), SJ 
Ex 265 Kino (Terrell and H) v Pilbrow (Woodfin and W ; 

QB 266 “ney (M Webb and Son) v Sharp (Pritchard, E and 


0. 
QB 267 Fitch and anr (In Person) v Hayley (W H Hudson) 
CP 268 Sibley (H C Ladbury) v Balfour and Wife (Norton, Rose 


and Co), SJ 
Ex 269 The Credit Co limd (E Andrew) v Freme (Robinson, P and 


C P 270 Barrett (R M. Cooper) v Hutton (Prichard, E and Co) 
Ex 271 B Verity and Sons (Lewin and Co) v Michell (Button and 


Co 
Ex'!272 McCulloch (Pattison, W and Co) v Sheriff (H Tattam) 
C P 273 Browne (Carter and Bell) v Hozier (Lewis and Lewis) 
Ex 274 Stinchcombe (F J Day) v Dacre (G 8 and H Brandon) 
Cc P 275 Adams and ors (J Watson) v Gowar (Armstrong and L) 
Ex 276 Wilson (E T Tadman) v Woodrow (Pyke, I and P) 
Q B 277 Redmond (Wontner and Sons) v Gamble (Lewis and L) 
C P 278 Parr (Baker, B and H) v Conolly and Co (Layton, Son 


and L) 
Ex 279 J and A Blyth limd (Lyne and H) v Brown (Ashurst, M 
and Co), SJ 
QB 280 i (J and R Gole) vy Masini (F and E Goodhart) 
om 
C P 281 Thomson (J. Barrett) vy Thomas (R Windbybank) 
C P 282 Turner (T Sampson) v Ashton (Bennett and Co) 


QB 283 McLeod (J P W Cann) v Rees (R Martin) 
(Zo be continued.) 








Legal Pews. 


The High Sheriff of Sussex has received the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s writ for the election of a coroner for the county of 
Sussex, and has fixed the 29th inst. for the election. Should 
@ poll be demanded, it will take place on February 2 at 
Lewes. Mr. L. G. Fallagar, one of the two coroners for 
the county, was recently convicted of fraud, receiving 
sentence of five years’ penal servitude ; and Mr. Grantham, 
Q.C., M.P., on behalf of the East Sussex magistrates, last 
week forwarded a memorial to the Lord Chancellor praying 
that the office might be declared vacant. The candidates 
at present before the freeholders are Mr. Wynne E, Baxter, 
one of the under-sheriffs of the City of London, and Mr. 
J. E. Fallagar, brother and deputy of the late coroner. 


A general meeting of the members of the Glasgow 
Association for the amendment of the Scotch Bankruptcy 
Laws was held last week, Mr. James Campbell, of 
Tilliechewan, in the chair. The report of the directors 
recommended that all traders should keep books showing 
their business transactions, that traders should be held 
culpable if they did not calla meeting of their creditors 
before their establishment was reduced to less than 15s. 
per pound, that no bankrupt should be discharged unless 
the estate yielded a dividend of 7s. per pound or without 
the consent of the creditors who held three-fourths of the 
estate, and that the creditors alone should have the power 
of appointing the trustee and the law agent. It was also 
suggested that provision ought to be made for carrying 
through arrangements with creditors by trust deeds, as 
being more expeditious and less expensive than the ordinary 
form, and that facilities should be given for what were 
called private arrangements. It was also suggested that 
debtors should be severely punished if they did not adhere 
to the terms of the bankruptcy statates, and that the bank- 
rupt should be punished criminally for obtaining property 
or goods on credit by false representations or by fraud, or 
for borrowing, pledging, or disposing of any of his prop- 
erty otherwise than in the ordinary way of trade. The 
directors had had a meeting with the Lord Advocate of 
Scotland in reference to the recommendations contained 
in the report. He expressed his concurrence with the 

incipal points alluded to, and intimated that it was 
likely that. the Government would introduce a Bill on the 


subject in the next session of Parliament. The report wag A 





——, 
unanimously adopted, and the committee reap 
with power to watch over any legislative measure that 
might be introduced. Mr. R. T. Middleton mop 
that the committee had discovered that some butchers ig 
Glasgow were in the habit of allowing individuals to ron 
up accounts to the amount of £50, and bootmakerg a 
high as £80 and £90. The committee considered that ; 
would be well to make such arrangements as would py. 
vent these tradesmen ranking as private creditors on bank. 
rupt estates, and thus discourage all possible extension of . 
that evil. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Jan. 22, 1880. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 983 Annuitias, April, ’s5, 9 

Ditto for Acccunt, 983 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1408 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 983 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 10 pm, 
New 3 per Conb., 983 Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm, 

Do, 84 perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £260, 10 pm. 
Do. 24 perCant., Jan, 94 Bank of England Stock , 272 
Annuities, Jan, 80 Ditte for Account. 


See 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind. Stk., 5perC., July, ’80, 104 , Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 
Ditto for Account, — 2 Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct, 88, 105} April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent, , Aug, '78 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2ad Knf.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. Paid. Closing Price 
Stock |Bristol and Exeter .... 
Stock|Caledonian 
Stock/Glasgow and South-Western .., 
Stock |Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 
Stock Great Northern 4. 
Stock| Do., A Stock* eeescccece °° 
Stock |Great Southern and Western of Ireland ww... 
Stock Great Western—Original sessessesseeserseees 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire teens 
Stock |London, Brighton, and South Coast... 
Stock |London, Chatham, and Dover ..... 
Stock |London and North-Western ...... 
Stock |London and South Western .....0.00 ‘i 
Stock |Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln se.ccser 
Stock |Metropolitan ...0.9« 
Stock | 'Do,, DIStrict  <ecccecoscceccenencseseoscsesscenbenoes 
Stock | Midland 
Stock |North British 
Stock |North Eastern 
Stock |North London... 
Stock | North Staffordshire se... 
Stock | Jouth Devon 
Stock | South-Eastern 
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* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


The Tramways and General Works Company (Limited) 
have offered for sale at par 21,000 of the fully paid-up 
ordinary shares of £10 each, in the Bordeaux Tramways 
and Omnibus Company (Limited), the capital of which con 
sists of £350,000, divided into 10,090 shares of £10 each, 
bearing a preferential dividend of 5 per cent. per annua, 
and 25,000 ordinary shares of £10 each. The concessio 
for & comprehensive system of tramways and omnibuses 
for the city of Bordeaux having been offered for publio 
tender in April last, the Tramways and General Works 
Company were adjudged the successful competitors for this 
important undertaking. The company have obtained the 
concession for a term of thirty-one years and three months 
from the 1st of January, 1880, entitling them to purchase 
the working stock and plant of the General Omnibus 
Company of Bordeaux. The tramways will comprise 4 
total length of about thirty-eight miles, and are to be 
out to accommodate the lasge existing traffic of the tow, 
and to provide for its future development. The average 
receipts of the omnibuses for the three years ending 
October 31, 1879, were about £53,000 sterling a year gross, 
and the omuibus company, in addition to making large 
reserves, divided amongst its shareholders during 
period £22,900. 

ad 
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SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


jauary 28.—Mesers. Epwin Fox & Bovusrietp, at th 
Mat, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estates (see advertisement, Jan. 17, 
p. g .—Messrs. FULLER & FuuieEr, at the Mart, at 1 
for 2 p.m., Reversions (see advertisement this wee k page 4.)’ 

i 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS, 
licxFOLD.—Jan. 19, at Blenheim-villa, Uxbridge-road, Shep- 
herd’s- bush, W., the wife of James E. Lickfold, solicitor, of 


son. 
OxusBy.—Jan. 15, at Greystones, county Wicklow, Ireland, 
the wife of W. E. Ormsby, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Rsron.—Jan. 13, at 35, Elgin-road, Kensington-park, the 
wife of Theodore Ribton, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
§aDLER.—Jan. 17, at Dudley-house, Lime-grove, Shepherd’s- 
=. W., the wife of Campbell H. Sadler, solicitor, of a 
ghter. 
§urrH.—Jan. 17, at Henley-on-Thames, the wife of F. Smith, 
jun., colicitor, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE. 
PurpoT—LANDON.—Jan. 14, at Lyme Regis, John Gold 
Philpot, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, to Winifred, 
daughter of the late Charles Ginkell Landon, Captain Bengal 
Army. 


DEATHS. 
owarps.—Jan. 17, at Riverdale, Putney, Thomas Kersey 
Edwards, of 53, Cloak-lane, London, solicitor, aged 50. 
Morcan.—Dec. 28, 1879, Thomas Morgan, of Cardigan, South 
Wales, solicitcr, aged 69. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Jan. 16, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Devenish, Samuel George, Regent st, Manager to a Wine Merchant, 
Pet Jan 13. Murray. Jan 30 at 11 
Webster, Benjamin, Kennington rd, Theatrical Proprietor. Pet Jan 
12, Pepys. Feb 4 at 1! 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Booth, Mary Ann, Middleton, Lancaster, Chemist. Pet Jan 12, 
Tweedale. Oldham, Feb 4 at 11 
Dodley. John, Coleshill, Bucks, Farmer. Pet Jan 13. 
Aylesbury, Feb 3 at il 
Hopkin, Thomas, Cornelly, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet Jan 13, Langley. 
Cardiff, Jan 29 at 1 
McRae, Edward, High st, Wandsworth, Builder. Pet Jan 13. Wil- 
loughby. Wandsworth, Jan 30 at 11 
Moffat, Thomas, Darlington, Durham, Builders Merchant. Pet Jan 13, 
Crosby. Stockton-on Tees, Jan 28 at 3 
Rollinson, John, and Edward Patterson, Barnsley, Clothiers, Pet 
Jan 14. Bury. Barnsley, Jan 30 at 2.30 
Russell, George, St Albans, Herts, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Pet Jan 
1% Edwards. St Albans, Jan 28 at 2,30 
fmith, John Stanley, Middlesboreugh, Gent. Pet Jan 14. Crosby, 
Stockton-on-Tees, Jan 27 at 2.30 
Stokes, Henry, Tipton, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Jan 13. Walker. Dud- 


ley, Jan 80 at 12 
TuESDAY, Jan. 20, 1860. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Hahenso0, Benjamin Charles, Austin Friars, Stockbroker. Pet Jan 
6. Pepys. Feb 4atll . 
Stock, Henry, Davisville rd, Hammersmith, Builder. Pet Jan 16, 
Pepye, Feb 4 at 12.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
bow, William, Leeds, Mercer. PetJan17. Marshall. Leeds, Feb 
at 
Gott, Ralph, and John Dale, Cardiff, Shipwrights. Pet Jan 16. 
Langley. Cardiff, Feb 3 at 11 
orster, Mary Ann, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Seed Morchant, 
Pet Jan 17. Halton. Oarlisle, Feb 2 at 3 
Humphreys, William, Plas Liewelyn Llanchair, Denbigh, Farmer. 
=Pet Jan 14. Jones, Bangor, Jan 29 at 12.30 
ris, W, and Alfred Humphris, Walton-on-Thames, Grocers. 
Pet Jan 16. Bell, Kingston, Feb 3 at 3 
Michae!, Somerford Keynes, Wilts, Farmer, Pet Jan 14. 
Townsend. Swindon, Feb 2 at 3 
Shepherd, Henry, Hulme, Manchester, Beer Retailer, Pet Jan 16. 
wlton, Salford, Feb 11 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Farivar, Jan. 16, 1880. 
Chimen, Richard Tewkesbury, Charminster, Dorset, Yeoman, Jan 13 
TuxEspay, Jan, 20, 1880, 


Watson, 





a and Leon David, Ely place, Diamond Merchants, 
n 


a 
Hunt, Thomas, Turville, Bucks, Innkeeper. Jan 14 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETING OF CREDITORS, 
Fripay, Jan. 16, 1880. 
Abel, Charles, Manchester, Picture Frame Maker. Jan 28 at 3 at 
offices of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq, Manchester 
Anderson, John Brown, Edward Anierson, and James Alexande 
Anderson, Walsall, Merchants. Jan 29 at 11.30 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Stephenson st, Birmingham. Crum 
Armitage, James William, Leeds, Plasterer. 
Brooke. Bond st, Leeds 
Archer, Frank, Hoyland, York, Grocer. Jan 26 at 12 at offices of 
Gray, Eastgate, Barnsley 
Astill, Edwin, Thurcaston, Le‘cester, Farmer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Freer and Co, New st, Leicester 
Atkin, James, Ulleshelf, York, Agricultural Implement Manufacturer. 
Jan 28 at 12 at offices of Calvert, Lendal, York 
Bailey, Will'am, Southport, L ter, of no busin Jan 30 at 3 at 
offices of Best, London st, Southport 
Baldwin, Henry, Brighton, Clothier. Jan 31 at 12 at offices of Nye 
and Greenwood, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st. Nye, Brighton 
Banniog, Josiah, Manchester, Cabinet Maker. Feb 4 at 3 at the 
— House Hotel, Newmarket place, Newmarket st, Man- 
chester 
Bassett, William, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Builder. Jan 29 at 3 at 
offices of Dale and Vache'l, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
Bates, Charles, Stoke-upon-Trent, Carter. Jan 28 at 11 at offices of 
Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Bentall, Charles, Arthur, Little Maplestead, Essex, Farmer. Jan 27 at 
4 at the George Hote), Halstead. Ellison and Co, Suffolk 
Bibbington, John, Audlem, Cheshira, Farmer. Jan 31 at 11 at Crewe 
Arms Hotel, Crewe. Ritson and Grundy, Manchester 
Bird, Alfred Charles George, Birmingham, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 
30 at 12 at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 
Boden, John, Waterloo rd, Ironmonger, Jan 31 at 1 at offices of Jones 
and Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Boston, Thomas Charles, Bangor, Ca-narvon, Licensed Victualler. Feb 
2 at 2 at Albion Hote!, Chester. Jones, Liverpool 
Britteo, Charles, Heytesbury, Wilt, Farmer. Jan 30 at 1 at Bath Arms 
Hote!, Warmioster. Cruttwell and Co, Frome 
Brookes, William, Hardwicke, Gloucester, Farm Steward, Jan 31 at 3 
at offices of Long, Westgate chambers, Berkeley st, Gloucester 
Brown, George John, Trevor, Denqigh, Timber Merchant. Jan 29 at 
2.30 at Public Hall, Oswestry. Minshalls and Jones, Oswestry 
Brown, Robert. Shirehampton, Gloucester, Potato Dealer. Jan 30 at 12 
at offices of Mosely, Clare st, Bristol 
Buckley, Joseph, Rochdale, Yarn Agent. Feb 2 at 3 at offices of Heap, 
Lord st, Rochdale 
Burden, Thomas Warren, Birkenhead, Auctioneer. Jan 29 at 3 at office 
of Moore, Duncan st, Birkenhead 
Butler, Ferdinand Dick, Gt Portland st, Publisher. Feb 2 at 2 at Inns 
of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Peacock and Goddard, South sq, 
Gray’s inn 
Butler, Wiliam, Nottingham, Smallware Dealer. Feb3 at 3 at offices 
of Elborne, Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Calliss, William Dennington, Drury lane, Ironmonger. Feb 4 at 1 at 
offices of Willoughby and Winch, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Carr, Thomas, Hanley, out of business. Jan 26 at 2,30 at offices of 
Wilson, Cheapside, Hanley 
Catlin, Samuel, jun, Southport, Lancashire, Grocer. Jan 28 at 3 at 
Albert Hotel, London st, Southport. Sephton, Liverpool 
Cattle, Henry Steed, Retford, Notts, oat of business, Jan 30 at 12 at 
offices of Bescoby, Grove st, Retford 
Checkley, William Stanley, Birmingham, Fish Merchant. Jan 29 at 3 
at offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham _ 7 
Chitty, Frederick Huse, Hambledon, Surrey, retired Lieut, East India 
pained Jan 26 at 2.30 at Angel Hotel, Godalming. Durbidge, 
uildfor: 
Clark, Alexander, Stourbridge, Hatter. Jan 28 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, 
High st, Stourbridge, Shakespeare, Oldbury 
Clay, Josiah, Portsea, Brush Manufacturer. Jan30 at 12 at offices of 
Edmonds and Clark, Cheapside. King, Portsea 
Colelough, Joho, Hanley, Wholesale Grocer. Jan 26 at 11 at Royal 
Hote}, Crewe. Ashmall, Hanley 
Cooper, Thomas, and Thomas Moretoa, Shelton, Hanley, Earthenware 
Manufacturers. Jan 27 at 3 at offices of Ayre, Cheapside, Hanley 
Copeland, William Wells, Great Gnmsby, Publican. Jan 29 at3 at 
St. Mary’s Chambers, West St. Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Cornel, George, Isleham, Cambridge, Farmer. Jan 27 at 13 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Newmarket. York, Newmarket — 
Cox, Benjamin, Culworth st, Regent’s Park, out of business, Feb 2 
at 3 at offices of Yorke, Conduit st, Bond st 
Cox, George Walter, ad My panel Agent. Jan 30 at 2 at 
offices of Francis and Co, Cook st, Liverpoo 
; ‘ant. Jan 28 at 10.80 at Castle 
Jan 30 at 3 at 


Pp 
Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 





Crocker, John, Swansea, Accountant. 
Buildings, Wind st, Swansea. Stevens 

Crowther, John William, Ossett, York, Rag Merchant. 
the Scarborough Hotel, Dewsbury. Stringer - 

Davey, John, Scotter, Lincoln, Grocer. Jan 30 at $ at the White Hart 
Hotel, Gainsborcugh, Crediand, Gainsborough — 

Davis, Daniel Thomas, Fenchurch st, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Feb 
9 at 3 at offces of Lawrence and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Emerson, Charles Heary, Great Grimsby, Builder. Jan 28 at 11 at 
offices of Grange and Wintringham, St. Mary’s chambers, West St. 
Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 

Evans, David, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Auctioneer. Jan 31 at 12 
at offices of Beddoe, Vicioria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Fisher, Richard, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Jan 29 at 3 at offices 
of Snowball and Co, Dale st, Liverpool 

Foote, Thomas, East st, Manchester :q, Baker, Feb 3 at 1 at offices of 
Hardcastle, Queen st 

Garvice, Charles, Lime st, Cigar Importer, Feb 5 at 1 at offices of Tat- 
ham and Co, Queen Victoria st 

Geater, Charles, jun, Ipswich, Tailor, Jan 31 at 12 at offices of Bennett 
Museum st, Ipswich 
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SOLICITORS’ 
Gibbons, arti Newcastle-under-Lyme, Beerseller. 


Jan 27 at 11 at 

offices of Giiffith, Lad lana, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Godbold, Fdward James, Ilford, Essex, Builder. Jan 28 at 12 at officet 
of Willoughby, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Goddard, William, Shaftesbury, Bootmaker. Feb 2 at 12 at offices of 
Cox and Palmer, Railway approach, London bridga. Robins 

Godfrey, William, Teignmouth, Devon, Painter. Jan 28 at 12 at offices 
of Whidborre and Tozer, Teignmouth 

Goodall, John, Whitchurch, Hants, Licensed Victualler. Feb 4 at 4 at 
offices of Marsbali, Ohancery lane 

Gribble, William, Cullompton, Devon, Surgeon. Jan 80 at 11.30 at 

Burrows 


offices of Fewinrs and Oakley, Queen st, Exeter. 
Grimes, Hubert Alfred, Tivetshall Saint Margaret, Norfolk, Farmer, 


ha at 2 at the Swan Hotel, Harleston. Chittock and Woods, Nor- 


wic 

Hackwood, John, Cannock, Stafford, Farmer. Jan 30 at 11 at offices of 
Crump, Bridge st, Wa'sall 

Haigh, William, Bradford, York, Grocer. Jan 28 at 3 at the Creditors’ 
Association, Parkin-on’s chmbrs, Market st, Bradford 

Harding, William, Chesham, Buckingham, Farmer, Feb 4 at 11.30 at 
offices of Bullock and Penny, Great Berkiam »stzad 

Harvey, William Dunning, Oxford et, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 5 at3 
at offices of Lockyer, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Heal, James Ace, Glastonbury, Somerset, Nurseryman. Jan 31 at 12 
at offices of Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wells 

Heron, Charles, Birminzham, Daalerin Toys. Jan 30 at3 at o‘fices 
cf Dale and Vachell, Bennett’s hi'l, Birmi: gham 

Hibbins, Benjamin Thacker, Chatteris, Oambridge, Licensed Victualler, 
Jan 29 at 2 at offices of Margetts and Son, Chatteris 

Hill, Thom1s, Buxton, Glass Dealer. Feb 10 at 3 at the Shakespeare 
Hotel, Buxton. Bennett and Oo, Buxton 

Hill, William, Bismingham, Fish Deiler. Jan £9 at 12 at offices of 
Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Hillmer, William, Southampton, Grocer. Jan 30 at 12.30 at offizes of 
Davis, Portland st, Southampton, Page, Southampron 

Hodge, Alfred, Wolverhampton, Tailor. Jan 29 at 11 at offizes of 
Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Holdstock. John, Bishopsbourne, Kent, Farmer. Feb 2 at 12 at the 





Queen’s Head Inn, Canterbury. Collard, Canterbury 

Howell, Evan John, Narberth, Pembroke, Chemist. Jan 23 at 11 at 
offices of Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Howis, Alfred, Broom, Hereford, Farmer. Feb2at12 at tho Royal 
Oak Hotel, Leominster. Tidd-Pratt and Davies, Kington 

Hant ngdon, William, Penzance, Wholesale Confectioner. Jan 39 at 
11 at offices of Roscorla and Son, North parade, Penzance 

Ivens, James, Hampton Lucy, Warwick, Farmer, Jan 28 at ll at 
offices of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

James, George, Monkton, Pembroke, Mason. Feb 2 at 2 at offices of 
Hulm, Pembroke 

Job, Henry, Torquay, Devon, Ironmonger. Jan 30 at 11 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Queen st, Exeter, Lindop 

Joner, Isaac, Huntley, Gloucester, Frait Dealer, Jan 29 at 12 at offices 
of York, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Jones, William, Chirk, Salop, Boot Maker. Feb 13 at 12 at offices of 
Jone’, Henbias st, Wrexbam 

Kelly, James, Sunderland, Durham, Ship Chandler. Jan 29 at 11 at 
offices of Lawson, Villiers st, Sunderland 

Kenyon, Georg, Blackburn, Lancashire, Grocer. Jan 28 at 11 at 

ces of Hutchinson, Blackburn. Needham, Blackburn ; 

Krumn, Charles, Brook st, Ratcliff, Licensed Victualler. Jan 24 at 
10,30 at 49, Bromley st, Commercial rd East, Hicks, Victoria pk rd 

Laval, Luc, Great Portland st, Watchmaker, Jan 30 at 2 at offices of 
Mandale, Mitre ct, Fleet st 

Leach, James, Chorley, Lencashire, Grocer. Jan 29 at1l at offices of 
Morris, Townhall, Chorley 

Leech, William, and Joseph Leech, St Mary Axe, Cigar Merchants. 
Jan 27 at 2 at offices of Scott and Barham, King st, Chespside 

Leigh, William, Tiverton, Devon, Farmer. Jan 29 at 3 at tha Palmer- 
ston Hotel, Tive'ton. Dunsford and Co, Tiverton 

Lewis, William, Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 26 at 3 at offices 
of Jellicoe, Prospect place, Swaneea 

MacGibbon, J: 
keeper. Jan 27 at 2 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne 

Mann, Elizabeth, Marden, Kent, Widow. Jan 28 at 12 at the;Chequers 
Inn, Lamberhurst. Palmer, Tonbridgo 

Marsh, Charles, Maldon, Essex, Groser. Feb 6 at 11 at offices of 
Digby and Jones, Church passage, Chancery lane. Bird, Waldon 

Martiu, John, Normanby-by-Spital, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 28 at 11 at 
offices of Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 

Maseey, Samuel, Warrington, Wheelwright. Feb3at 3 at offices of 
ag and Oo, Bewsey st, Warrington. Brook and Davies, Warring- 
on 

Matthews, Charles, Chaddesworth, Berks, Blacksmith. Jan 40 at 12 
at offices of Jotcham, Wantage 

Mayall, James, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 27 at 3 
at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

MeMahon, George, Liverpoo!, Provision Dealer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices 
of Nordon, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Menpes, Francis, Folkestone, Kent, Piumber. Jan 28 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Minter, Folkstone 

Merchant, Joho, Wolverhampton, Dealer in Second-hand Clothes. 
Jan 29 at 3 at offices of Wilcock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wol- 
verhampton 

Metham, Pren Henry, Church st, Deptford, Engineer. Jan 30 at 2 
at offices of Pock and Son, Tudor House, Greenwich rd 

Mewse, John, Lowestott, Fishing Boat Owner, Feb 2 at 12 at offices of 
Archer, London rd, Lowestott 

Mii's, John, Bristol, Grocer. Jan 24 at 11 at offices of Andrews, 
Nicholas st, Bristol. Wilmott, Bristol 

Molloy, Joseph, and Frederick Lloyd Molloy, Manchester, Ware- 
housemen. Jan 29 at 11 at offices of Jones, Kennedy st, Man- 
ehester 

Moorton, James William, Stoneleigh South, Tottenham, Dealer in 
China, Jan 26 at 3 at cffices of Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 

Munckton, Henry, Alier, Somerset, Farmer. Feb 5 at 12 at offices of 

9 gport. Reed and Cook, Bridgewater 

Murphy, James, Chesterfield, Derby, Tailor. Jan 28 at 2 at the Royal 

otel, Moseley st, Mauchester, Gee, Chesterfield 


ames, Westmoreland rd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Inn- 
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Newton, Alfred, Coleshill, Bucks, Farmer. Jan 28 at 3 at the Red 
Lion Hotel, High Wycombe. Rawson, Marlow 
Palmer, James, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Farmer. Jan 26 at 2 at the 
Bell Inn, Castle Hedingham, Mamford, Suibury 

Parker, Joseph, Mureham-le-Fev, Lineain, Farm r. Jan 30 at Oat 
offices of Clitherow and Elsey, Lindsey court, Horncastle 

Parsons, Henry, Birmingham, Gun Barrel Maker. Feb 2 a: 12 at Off cag 
of Powell and Browett, Ann st, Birmingham 

Paul, James, Altrincham, Chester, Builder. Jan 29 at8 at offic ss of 
Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Payn, James, Teynham, Ksnt. Grocer, Feb 3 at2 at the Bali ang 
Royal Victoria Hotel, High st, Rochester. Johnson, Faversham 

Payne, George, Yeovil, Somerset, Tailor, Jan 27 at | at the Angel Hotel, 
Fisherton, Salisbury. Davies, Sherborne : 
Peterson, Frederick, South Shields, General Outfitter. Jan 27 at 34 
cffices of Duncan and Duncan, Market pl, South Shields 

Pierce, Gecrge, jun, Hastings, Painter. Jan 30 at 3 at 145 Cheapsids 
Hare, Old Broad st : 

Pountney, Thomas, Birmirgham, Licensed Victualler, Jan 30 af 11 t 
offices of Ansell, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Prichard, David, Swansea, Butcher. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of Evans, 
Wind st, Swansea- 

Purton, George, Tredworth, Gloucester, Market Gardener, Jan 98 at | 
at offices of Henderson, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Raw, James, Bradford, York, out of business. Jan 28 at 3 at officesof 
Wray, Coney st, York. Boocock 

Reldif, James, Liverpo»l, Asphalte Road Maker. Jan 28 at 12 at offiess 
of Carruth rs. Lord st, Liverpool 

Reid, William, Dur'ington, Durham, Gan Maker. Jan 27 at 1i at offiey 
of Stevenson and Meek, Paradise terrace, Darlington 


Roberts, David, Rhysgog, Denbigh, Farmer. Jan 27 at 11 at offices ¢ 
James, Brookside, Corwen 

Robinron, Joseph, New Clee, Lincoln, Fisherman. Jan 28 at Il a 
offices of Stephenson and Mou tain, Bethlehem st, Great Grim: 

Rogers, Henry, Canterbury rd, Kilburn, Bootmaker. Jan 28 at 9 at 
offices of Payne, Buckingham st, Strand 

Rowbotham, Thomas George, Wolverhampton,. Butcher, Jan 28 at$ 
at offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Rushley, George, Great Grimsby, Tailor, Jan 28 at 12 at offices of 
Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, West St Mary's gate, 
Great Grimsby 

Samson, Simon Warren, Bridport, Grozer. Fab2 at 10 at offfes of 
Day, West A}lington 

Scotr, George, Sutton-on-Fores*, York, Farmer, Feb 2 at 12 at offices 
of Wilkinson, St Helen’s sq, York 

Scott, James Arthur, Porth, Pontyp,rid Draper. Feb 2 at 12.90 at 
Royal Talbot Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol. Jones 

Shacklock, Thomas, Marchiy, Derby, Licensed Victua'lar. Feb 4 at 
11.30 at Maypole Hotel, Long row, Nottingham. Thurman, Ilkeston 

Shrimpton, Freierick George, Oxford, Chemist. Jan 29 at 1 at offices 
of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Slater, Robert, and Robert S'ater, jun, Sussex pl. South Kensington, 
Butchers. Jan 29 at 12 at offices of Button and Co, Henrie:ta #, 
Covent garden 

Somellers, Sarah, Manchester, Wine Retailer. Feb 2 at 3 at offices of 
Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, Manchester 

Somers, William, Raglan, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Jan 28 at llat 
Officesof Williams, Monmouth 

Stopforth, William, Ashton-in-Makerfield, Lancas ter, Farmer. Jan 
at 11 at offices of Heald, Standishgate, Wigan 

Streckert, Fredrig Ludwig, North Shields, Boarding House Keepe. 
Jan 24 at 3 at offices of Hibberd, Bedford st, North Shvelds. Jolliffe, 
Neweastle-on-Tyno 

Taggart, Juhn, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Jan 30 at lia 
offices of Paitson, Irish st, Whitehaven 

Theakstone, George, Pontefract, York, Grocer. Jan 26 at 3 at Malt 
Shovel Hotel, Beast Fair, Pontefract 

Turner, William Richard, High Wycombe, Rag Dealer. Jan 31 afilat 
offices of Clarke, Easton st, High Wycombe 

Walford, Thomas, Kiddsrminster, Fish Dealer, Jan 27 at 8.30 at offiets 
of Miller and Co, Church st, Kidderminaster 

Walker, Francis, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Farmer, Jan 30 at 2 at Royal 
Hotsl, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. Wright an1 Hincks, Leicester 

Wall, Michael, Tunst.ll, Stafford, Engine Tenter. Feb 9 at 12 at offices 
of Salt, High st, Tunstall 

Warrington, James, Birkdale, Lancaster, Grocer. Jan 30 at 3 at offices 
of Byrom and Bell, King st, Wican 

Webb, Alfred, G'emsford, Suffolk, Butcher, Feb 2 at 3 at offcesd 
Jones, Townhall chmbrs, Colchester 

Weldon, Charles, Lenton Sands, Nottingham, Innkeeper. Jan 28 at!? 
at the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Black, 
Nottingham 


Whieaheeh, Asott, Dokinfle'd, Cheshire, Grocer. Jan 29 at 3 at Com: 


mercial Hotel, King st, Dukinfield. Garforth, Dukinfield 
Whitworth, Thomas, Liverpool, Umbrella Manufacturer. Jan 29 al 
at offizes of Sherwin and n, Lord st Liverpool 
Winmill, Henry Wolton, Paglesham, Essex, Farmer. Feb Sat Il st 
King’s Head Ion, Rochford. Wood and Son, Rochford ' 
Woodward, Lewis, Birmingham, Gimp Pin Manufaciurer, Jan 26 at 
at offices of Coleman and Co, Colmore row, Birmingham it 
Woolley, Frederick, Aston, Warwick,’out ot business. Jan 27 af 3 
of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham rn 
Wright, John, Le:ds, Grocer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of Walker, Sou 
parade, Leeds 
Tusspar, Jan 20, 1880, 
Baker, Thomas, Syston, Leicester, Brick Manufacturer, Feb 9 at su 
offices of Buckby, Pocklington’s walk, Leicester a 
Barker, Allan, Idonia st, Depttord, Cowkeeper. Feb 8 at 2 at offices 
Pock and Son, Tudor House, Greenwich rd 
Barnes, [George Green Crawford, Colchester, Essex, Photographe 
Feb 2 at 12 at offices of Jones, Townhall chmbrs, Colchester Post 
Bates, Alfred, Leicester, Clerk. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Buckby, 


lington’s wa'k, Leicester 
Bennnetto, James, Swansea, Tailor. Jan 30 at 2 at offices of Thoms, 
York lane, Swansea welt 
Boyden, William ,Wesley, Redland, Bristol, Commercial Trai < 
Feb 3, at 1 {at offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad 
cis 
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ford, Henry Willlam, Old Radford, Nottingham, Joiner. Feb 2 at 
te of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
sfsington, George. Wetley Rocks, Stafford, Publican. Jan 30 at 2 at 
Mees of Jemnes, Newcaetle-under-Lyme 
Brearley, Benjamin Benn, Bradford, York, Temple Maker, Jan 30 at 4 
atofices of Atkinson and Wilson, Tyrell st, Branford 
Brimege, Thomas, Higher Holcombe, Devon, Farmer. Feb 3 at 12 
atofices of Templer, Catherice terrace, Teignmouth, Templer, Teiga 
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, John, Nottingham, Grocer. feb 2 at 12 at offices of Black, Low 
pavement, Nottingham 
prown, Matthew, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Fed 2 at 3 at offices of 
, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Brown, William, Tranmere, Chester, Grocer. Feb 2 at 3 at offices of 
Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 
, John, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. . Feb 4 at 2 at offices 
a cixon end Syers, Lord st, Liverpool 
John Uther, and Ernest Robert Morrison, Duncan st, Islington, 
Carriage Builders. Feb 9 at 2 at offices of Chatterley, Queen st, 
Kent, Cheapside 
Barton, Albert Clifford, Long Faton, Derby, Grocer. Feb 5 at 2 at 
(ices of Brown, Brougham chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Carter, John, Latton, Essex, Farmer. Feb 3 at 12 at offices of Windus 
and Trotter, Harlow , 
Cwvanagh, John, East Retford, Nottingham, Rope Manufacturer. Jan 
40 at 12 at offices of Bladon, Market p!, Gainsborough 
(handler, William, Dighton rd, Wandeworth, Grocer, Feb 9 at 2 at 
offices of Morphett and Hanson, King st, Cheapside ‘Terry, King st, 
ide 


ay Samuel, Kingston-upon-Hull, Provision Dealer. Jan 28 at 

Sat offices of Mends ard Penny, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

(ark, Charles, Gt Charlotte st, Blackfriars rd, Carpenter. Feb 4 at 3 

at offices of Charlton and Co, Queen Victoria st. Hearne, Queen 
ria st 


(ark, Dick Do uch, Rye, Sussex, Grocer. Feb 3 at 11 at George Hotel, 
ye, Neave, St Leonards-on- 
, William Henry, Clifton, Bristol, Painter. Jan 29 at 2 at cffices 
of Buckland, Victoria st, Bristol 
(ouch, Frederick, Launcesten, Tailor, Feb 2 at 12 at offices of Bridg- 
man, Church lane, Tavistock 
(ow age, Levi, Putton, Dorset, Baker. Feb 11 at 12 at offices of 
Howard, East st, Melcombe Regis 
Crook, John William, Langley Marish, Buckingham, Builder. Feb 3 at 
at offiees of Gardiner and Co, High st, Uxbridge 
(rnoke, Walter Henry, and Thomas Thompson Crooks, Fanley, 
Stafford, Confectioners, Jan 80 at 2 at offices of Sword, Cheapside, 


Hanle 
Cortis, Reignold Harrison, Queen Victoria st, Fur Merchant. Feb 2 at 2 
atthe Painter’s Hall, Little Trinity lane. Pritchard, Englefield, 


and Co 
Derbyshire, Henry, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Printer, 
Feb 2 at 4 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
DHumy, Paul Raoul Faucheux, Lichfield st, Soho, Manager of a 
Pablie Company. Feb 5. at 12 at offices of Smith, Gresham House, 
Old Broad st 
Dodsworth. Samuel, Mexborough, York, Joiner. Feb 4 at 11 at offices 
ot Weir, Main st chambers, Rotherham. Evans, Rotherham 
Dick, Edwin, Upper Thames st, Lamp Manofacturer. Jan 30 at 2 at 
Offices of Hare, Pinner’s court, Old Broad st 
Duerden, Richa rd, Blackburn, Poultry Salesman. Feb 2 at 11 at offices 
ofScott, Victoria st, Blackburn 
, Thomas Edward, Wakefield, out of business. Jan 31 at 11 at 
the Griffin Hotel, George st, Halifax, Lodge, Wakefield 
last, Henry, Slingsby, York, Huckster. Jan 30 at 11 at offices of 
fackson, Maltcn P 
Udvards, Arthur, and George Edwards, Tranmere, Chester, Bailders, 
Feb 2 at 2 at offices of Francis, Hamilton square, Birkenhead 
Betton, William, Darlington, Durham, Butcher’s Assis‘ant, Jan 28 
at 1] at offices of Robinsun, Chancery lane, Darlington 
lirrow, Robert, Rattlesden, Soffolk, Farmer. Feb 5 at 12 at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Stowmarket. Mills, Ipswich 
Fleming; Robert, Bermon @sey st, Wholesale Confectioner, Jan 31 at 11 
of Hail, Warwick court, Gray’s inn 
Galley, William, Commercial rd East, Tailor. Feb4at3 at offices of 
tmas, Walbrook 
Richard, Ca mborne, Cornwall, Smith. Jan 29 at 3 at the Baller’s 
Hotel, Redruth. Holloway, Redruth 
Gedbolt, Charles, Uxbridge, Coal Merchant, Feb4at 2 at offices of 
Davis, Basinghall st 
Goodchild, John, Kingsbury, Farmer. Feb 12 at 3 at offices of Taylor 
and Jaques, South st, Finsbury sq 
, Edward, Halifax, Innkeeper. Feb 3at 8 at the White Lion 
Hotel, Silver st, Halifax, Boocock, Halifax 
Grant, Grigar, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Draper. Feb 2 at 12 at 
Offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Guy, George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Plumber. Jan 28 at 3 at offices of 
offices of Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Kingstou-upon-Hull 
Haris, Albert William, Nottingham, Boot Devler, Feb 5 at 3 at 
Offices of Press, Friar jane, Nottingham. Lees, Nottingham 
eading, William, West Hanney, Berks, Farmer. Feb 2 at 12 at offices 
oJotcham, Wantage 
Hester, Thomas, Gosport, Hants, Tobacconist, Feb 2at 2 at offices of 
Feltham, Union st, Ports-a 
Hill, Mary, Princes End, Stafford, of no occupation. Feb 3 at 3 at 
dilices of Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudley 
inscn, James, Congleton, Chester, Grocer. Jan 31 at 11 at 
Bull’s Head Hotel, Congleton. Cooper, Congleton 
l, Joseph Albert, and Charles Bowen, Lamb’s Conduit st, Whole- 
Sile Confectioners. Feb. 2 at 3 at offices of Smith and Wood, Great 
ames st, Bedford row 
Louis, King st West, Hammersmith, Outfitter. Feb 9 at 2 at 
hall Coffee House, Gresham st, Reed and Lovell, Guildha'l 
t Basinghall st. 
cline, and Mary Anne Jackson, Tutbury, Stafford, Glass 
ters, Feb, 5 at 12.30 at offices of Cooper and Chawner, 





Jackson, Mary Ann, Retherham, York, Licensed Victualler, Jan 30 
at 12 ct Ring of Bells Inn, Rotherham. Mellor, Sheffield 
Jacobus, Alexander, High st, bers hill, Manufacturer of Boots and 
Shoes. Feb 3 at 2 at offces of Goldberg and Langdon, West s*, 
Finsbury circus 
Jewitt, William, Brackenholme, York, Farmr. Jan 26 at? at offices 
of Pickering, Parliament st, Hul!. Roberts and Leak 
Jones, Griffin, and Alexander Robertson, Manchester, Builders. Feb 6 
at 3 at offices of Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, Manchester 
Jones, Joseph Jackscn, Boughton, Chester, Timber Msrchant. Feb 5 at 
2.30 at offices of Walker and Smith, Abbey gateway, Chester 
Kent, ‘Josepb, shelton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Gardener. Feb 6 at 3 at 
North Staffordshire Railway Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent, Slaney and 
Sen, Newcastle 
Kent, Thomas, sen, Penkhull, Stafford, Gardener. Feb 6 at 9 at North 
Staffcrdshire Railway Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent, Slaney and Soa 
Newcasile 
Kosmin ski, Martin, Milk st, Cheapside, Woollen Merchant. Feb 4at 
3 at Cannon st, Hotel, Cannon st. Lovett and Co, King William st 
Law George, Maidstone, Builder, Jan 30 at 11 at offices of Monckton 
and Oo, King st, Maidstone 
Lawson, Henry John, C.ventry, Machinist. Jan 31 at 2 at offices of 
Nye and Greenwood, Se'jzants’ inn, Fieet st 
Lyne, Wiliam, Wallingford, Berks, Licenced Victualler, Feb 2 at 
12.30 at FeathersInn, Wallingford. Beal aud Martin, Reading 
Mallinson, Alvert, Morley, York, out of business. Feb 2 at 3 at offices 
of Billinton, Bond pl, Bond st, Leeds 
Marks, Henry, Mile End 1d, Clothier, Feb 10 at 12 at offices of Ed- 
mands and Co, Cheapside. Smith and Co, Bread st, Cheapside 
Marsh, John, Thurlestone, York, Innkeeper. Feb 4 at 4 at offices of 
Dranefield and Sons, Penistone 
Mercer, Joseph Barnes, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Feb 2 at 2 at 
offices of Minster, Trinity Churchyard, Coventry 
Miller, Robert, Myali rd, Brixton, Cattle Dealer, Jan 28 at 3 at offices 
of Miles, King Edward st, Newgate st 
Millman, James, Bristol, Draper, Feb 2 at 2 at officesof Sib'y, Ex- 
change West, Bristol 
Minns, George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fish Ourer. Jan 80 at 3 at Pro- 
vidence Inn, Spring st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Oxepring, George, Beckton rd, Canning town, Ironfounder. Jan 29 
at 3 at 146 Cheapside. Hare, Pinners’ ct, Old Broad s 
Page, Stephen, Pucklechurch, Gleucester, Grocer. Jan 30 at 2 at the 
Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bris'ol. Ward, Bristol 
Parker, George Thomas, Cheapside, ‘tea Merchant. Jan 31 at 12at 
(ffices of Nye and Greenwood, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 
Paskins, Christopher, Catherine st, Strand, Mineral Water Manu< 
faciurer. Feb 2 at 2 at offices of Ambrose and Co, Grecian chmbrs, 
Devereux ct, Temple 
Pember, Henry George, Old Kent rd, Wheelwright, Feb 3 at 3 at offices 
of Finch, Borough High st 
Pepper, Silas, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Tailor. Jan 29 at 3 at the 
ellington Hotel, Nicholas Croft, High st, Manchester. James, New 
castle-under- Lyme 
Penry, James, Maldon, Essex, Seed Grower. Feb 3 at 12 at offices of 
Digby and Evans, Maldon, Bird, Maldon 
Pettifer, Richard, Crown st, Hammersmith, Plasterer, Feb4at 2 at 
offices of Tilley and Soames, Pinsbury p! South 
Piggot-, Henry, Broadfield, Hertford, Farmer. Feb 3 at 1 at the 
Gesrge Inn, High st, Buntingford. Heath and Parker, §t Helen's 
place 
Price, Isaac, Dudley, out of business. Feb 4 at 11 at offices of Wright 
and §on, High st, Dudley 
Prime, Frederick, Needham, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 5 at 1 at the Swan 
Hotel, Harleston. Lyus 
Renrison, Douglas, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Grocer. Feb5 at 2 at the 
King’s Arms Assembly Rooms, Hide hill, Berwict-upon-Tweed. 
Gray, Berwick-upon-Tweed ; 
Robinson, Gsorge, Hugh Prestwich, and Walter Prestwich, Denton, 
Lancaster, HatManutacturers. Feb 3 at 12 at offices of Gartside, 
Arcode chmrs, St Mary gate, Manchester 
Robson, John, Fulfore, York, Railway Porter. Jan 30 at 11 at offices of 
Dale, Biake st, York 
Rogers, Tudor, Charing cross, Private Tutor. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of 
Neal, Old Jewry 
Rowley, William, Reighton, York, Clerk in Orders. Feb 5 at 2 at 
officces of Collinge, Royal Exchamge chambers, Boar lane, Leeds 
Schum, Christopher, Middlesborough, Pork Butcher. Jan 30 at { at 
offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middiesborough 
Scrutcu, James, Beverley, York, Grocer, Feb 2 at 12 at offices of 
Hobson, Lairgate, Beverley 
Sears, Samuel, Great Marlow, Buckingham, Chair Manufacturer. Feb 
5 at 11 at the White Hart Hotel, Maidenhead Clarke, High Wy- 
combe 
Sherwin, John, Longton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Jan 29 at 11 at 
offices of Welch, Caroiine-st, Longton 
Shipmar, William, Stathern, Leicestor, Grazier. Feb 3 at 2 at offices 
of Melton, Mowbray. Baker, jun 
Simms, Williaw., Nottingbam, Painter, Feb 8 at 12 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Slip, Joshua, Bristol, Packing Case Maker, Jan 27 at 12 at the Guild- 
hall, Broad st, Bristol 
Smith, Thomas, Nottingham, Ostler. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Payne, 
Bromley pl, Angel row, Nottingham 
Smith, William, Lowestoft, Grocer, Jan 31 at 3 at offices of Hill, 
Denmark rd, Lowestoft 
Starke, Richard, Dilford, Devon, Innkeeper. Jan 3) at 12 at offiees of 
Southcoit, Pos: Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Stevenson, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Beerseller. Feb 4 at 11.30 at offices 
of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Terry, Richard, Gawthorpe, York, Beervouse Keeper, Feb 3 at 3 at the 
Scarborough Hotel, Dewsbury. Stringer 
Thoruton, William, King’s Norton. Worcester, Tobacconist, Feb 2 at 
3 at offices of Wright aud Marshall, New st, Sry | 
Tierney, Martin, Brighton, Ganeral Dealer. Feb 9 at 8 at offices of 
Mills, New rd, Brighton 
Timings, Thomas William Edward, Overbury, Woreester, Farmer, 
Feo 6 at 11 at offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 
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Trout, John, Combe St Nicholas, Somerset, Yeoman. Feb 8 at | at 
the George Hotel, Chard. Reed and Cook, Taunton 

Turner, William, and John Lobley Turner, West Hartlepool, Durham, 
aa Feb 3 at 12 at at offices of Kay, Church st, West Hartle- 

Vom John Henry, Leicester, Stone Mason. Feb 3 at 12 at offices of 
Fowler and Co, Friar lane, Leicester 

Vickery, Robert George, Braywick, Berks, Builder, Feb 3 at 11 at 
offices of Jones, Park st, Maidenhead 

Viennols, Frederic, Pitfield st, Hoxton, Pastry Cook. Feb 6 at 2 at 
offices of Blachford and Co, College hill, Cannon st 

‘Wailes, Isaac, jun, Cleckheaton, York, Greengrocer. Jan 31 at 11 at 

' offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

‘Walker, Matthew Henry, No!tingham, Tailor. Feb 2 at 3 at the Green 
Dragon Hotel, Guildford st. Leeds. Clifton, N ottingham 

Watkine, Richard Walters, Croydon, Boot Maker. Jan 29 at 3 at offices 
of Cooper, Chancery lane 

White, William Thomas, Ashley Hill, Bristol, Plasterer. Feb 2 at 12 
at offices of Sibly, Exchange West, Bristol 

Whitehead, John Hunt, Wombwe'l, York, Joiner. Feb 2 at 11 at offices 
of Marshall and Ownsworth, Church st, Bristol 

Whittaker, William Saville, Manchester, Boot Dealer. Feb 4 at 11 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral Gates, Manchester, Dewhurst, Man- 
chester 

Whittle, William, Morley, York, Solicitor’s Clerk. Feb 5 at 3 at 
offices of Tennant, Albion st, Leeds 

Williamson, Elijah, Nottingham, Baker. Feb6 at 3 at offices of Lees, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Wood, James William, Bristol, Jeweller. Jan 29 at 12 at offices of 
Parsons, Higa st, Bristol. Tonkin 
right, Samuel, Farnworth, Lancashire, Joiner. Feb 2 at 3 at offices 
of Ryley and Haslam, Mawdsley si, Bolton 

Wright, William Kdward, Melton, York, Farmer, Feb 2 at11 at offices 
of Champney, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-H ull 

Young, Francis Edward, Exeter, Stock Broker. Feb 2 at 12 at offices of 
Luke, Castle chambers, Castle st, Exeter 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 


The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 


Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, ‘suits all palates» 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 


THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &0., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 


pe ey Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is prc- 
nibited. 


In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocery, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London; W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOUMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 


explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND S50N 


ROBE Do MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. _ 
‘RUSSELL SQUARE, W.C.—A Lady is desirous 


of letting to a Gentleman, or two or three friends, a spacious 
dining-room, with two or three bed-rooms, for a lengthened period, 
with use of bath-room. Excellent appointments, ccoking, and altend- 
ance.—Apply to L. V., Stationer’s, 42, Tottenham Oourt-roai. 


(Sa4MaaEs to LET.—Second Floor, 3, Lancaster- 

place, Strand. Bed, sitting, and dressing rooms, with w.c, en 
suite. Several excellent fittings if required by tenant.—Apply to Mr. 
Gro. CLARIDGE, 23, Harp-lane, City, 








a teaspoonful to a Break 
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BUSINESS AND PARLIAMENTARY C 


TO LET (close to the House of Lords), at 10, BERS 
CHAMBERS, Victoria-street, Westminster.—Apply to Secarry 
Victoria-chambers Company, Limited. 


. . ean Ce 

A SOLICITOR, aged 27 (admitted in 1877), wish 
to obtain an Engagement as Conveyancing or General Clerk, 

under supervision. London preferred. Highest references, Salary 
moderate.—Address, W. H., Office of “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 52, Carey 
street, London. , 


+ 

A SOLICITOR, aged 32, educated at Winchester 
admitted 8 years, with 7 years’ experience of the best class of 
Conveyancing and Family Business as Managing Clerk to a Lincoin’s, 
inn Firm, wishes tor a Partnership, or Clerkship with a view to Part. 
nership, in London or the Country.—Address, D. A., care of Mesg:s 
Street Brothers, 5, Serle street, Lincola’s-ion, 4 











O SOLICITORS. — A young OCollege-Educate 
West Indian, having oratorical pretensions, desires to get in g 


Lawyer’s Office.—Address, SruDENT, 33, East-street, Lamb’s Conduit. 
street, W.C. 


W ANTED, on the 25th March next, in an office 

of considerable practice in the country, an experienced CLERK, 
thoroughly well qualified to take the entire managemect, under super. 
vision, of the Magisterial Department in two Petty Sessional Divisions, 
and of the County Court Duties in a small County Court District, and to 
make himeelf generally useful, Salary liberal.—Apply, stating age, ex. 
perience, and references as to character and capability, to Miser, 
Harris & Mortov, Solicitors, Halstead, Essex. 


AW PARTNERSHIP. A young Solicitor, 

Graduate of Cambridge (Honours), is desirous of obtaining g 

Working Partnership. Could introdace proportion ef capital, ifrequired, 
—Address, J, H., Messrs. Waterlow & Co., Birchin-lane, E.C. 


AW.—MANAGING CLERKSHIP Wanted bya 
Solicitor (B.A. Oxon.), aged 37. Competent to advise clients and 
undertake general business, particularly Conveyancing and Chancery, 
Has travelled and has a fair knowledge of modern languages. Situ. 
tion with prospect of ultimate partnership preferred.—Address, H, Y,, 
care of Witherby & Co., Newman’s-court, Cornhill, E.C. 


AW. — MANAGING CHANCERY CLERK 

Wanted. Must be thoroughly competent.—Apply, by letter, 

Feo _ and references, to D., Messrs. Thomson, 56, Chancery: 
ane, W.C, 


AW.—WANTED, a good Copying Clerk.— 
J Apply, stating usual particu'ars, to A. B., care of Mr. Maolaran, 
22, Chancery-lane. 


AW SHORTHAND.—Re-engagement Wanted by 
an experienced Clerk. 130 words per minute. No objection to 
general work.—N, J., 38, Larkhalli-lane, Clapham, S.W. 


AW.—WANTED, in a City Office, a good Copying 

Clerk, one with a knowledge of shorthand writing preferrel— 

Apply, stating age, salary required, and particulars of previous engage- 
ment, to A. B., care of Messrs. Rixon & Arnold, 29, Poultry, E.C. 


AW. EXAMIMATIONS.—Mr. H. Wakeham 
Purkis’ Classes are now forming for the Easter Final and Inter- 
mediate Examinations. Terms moderate.—Apply to RicHaRD 
Law Bookseller, Lincoln s-inn-gate, W.C. 


R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, Winner of the 

Law Society’s only Scholarship for the year 1876, Conveyanc- 

ing Gold Medallist, and Clifford’s-inn Prizeman, prepares Students for 

the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Examinations. Classes are 

limited to six in number, and tho Honour Class is taken separately. 

Pupils are prepared through the post, During the past year many 

of Mr. Napier’s pupils obtained prizes or certificates of honour,—Apply 
to 1, Mitre-court-building, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. 


N R. INDERMAUR 6(Clifford’s Inn Prizemat, 

Editor of the Law Student’s Journal, and Author of Various 
Works for Law Students) receives pupils for all legal Examinations, 
or reading both in class and privately, and also prepares students 
through the post. The number in each class is limited to 12. At the 
Final (Solicitors) for last five terms in succession, pupils have taken 
Honours. During that time 68 sent np, of whom 61 passed, 10 of 
taking Honours.—For terms and further particulars apply, personilly 
or by letter, to Mr. InpermAurp, 22, Chancery-lane, London, 


ae LL WHISKY. 



































INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild and 
Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Universally recom 
mended by the Profession. The Cream of Old Irish Whiskies. 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall says— 
“ Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very excé 
quality.’’ 
INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, Pans 
Exhibition, 1878 ; Dublin Exhibition, 1865, the Gold Medah 
20, Great Titchfield Street, London, W. 
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